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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This Final Environmental Impact Report (Final EIR) has been prepared to assess the environmental
impacts associated with the proposed Simulation of Natural Flows in Middle Piru Creek Project
(proposed project) and its alternatives. The primary objective of the proposed project is to avoid the
“incidental take” of the federally endangered arroyo toad (Bufo californicus) due to water releases from
Pyramid Dam into middle Piru Creek. The secondary objective is to continue using middle Piru Creek
as a means of conveyance of up to 3,150 acre feet of State Water Project Table A' water annually to
United Water Conservation District. The California Department of Water Resources (CDWR) is acting
as the Lead Agency under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) for the proposed project’s
environmental review. This Final EIR addresses potential environmental impacts associated with the
proposed project and its alternatives, identifies mitigation measures to reduce adverse environmental
impacts to a level of less than significant to the extent feasible, and discusses other CEQA-related
considerations.

The project’s environmental review under CEQA was initiated on May 19, 2004 with the distribution of
a Notice of Preparation (NOP) for a Draft EIR on the proposed project and its alternatives. The NOP,
identifying the scope of environmental issues, was distributed to 63 organizations, interested parties,
State, Federal, and local agencies, Native American interest groups, and the California State
Clearinghouse. The Draft EIR was made available for public and agency review on November 8, 2004.
The public and agency review period on the Draft EIR extended from November 8, 2004 through
January 7, 2005; it was extended to 60 days, beyond the customary 30- to 45-day public review period
mandated by CEQA, to accommodate the requirements of Title 18 of the Code of Federal Regulations
Part 4.38(a)(7) (18 CFR 4.38(a)(7)) for public review of draft requests for amendment of a Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) license for hydropower facilities.

This document represents the Final EIR necessary for the CDWR to consider for approval of the
proposed project. The Final EIR responds to all comments received; the Draft EIR is incorporated
herein by reference. The Final EIR includes: the comments and responses to all comments that were
submitted regarding the project’s Draft EIR (Appendix A); a Mitigation Monitoring Plan (Appendix B);
and a technical appendix demonstrating how the proposed project’s CEQA documentation corresponds
with Exhibit E of 18 CFR 4.51(f)) (Appendix C). No changes to the text, figures, tables, or appendices
of the Draft EIR were necessary in response to comments received on the document.

Project Location. Piru Creek is located in northwestern Los Angeles County and eastern Ventura
County, California. Middle Piru Creek is that portion of Piru Creek that is located downstream of
Pyramid Dam and upstream of Lake Piru. Middle Piru Creek is approximately 18 miles long and flows
roughly north to south. It crosses over the boundary between Los Angeles and Ventura Counties five
times and drops in elevation from approximately 2,200 to 1,200 feet above sea level. Except for a few
private inholdings, middle Piru Creek is surrounded by Angeles National Forest and Los Padres
National Forest and primarily is used for recreational activities.

Project Description. The proposed project would consist of the implementation of water operations
guidelines to simulate the natural hydrology of middle Piru Creek to the extent operationally feasible
and consistent with safety considerations. Throughout the year stream releases from Pyramid Dam into
middle Piru Creek would be similar to the natural inflows of water into Pyramid Lake as determined by
CDWR'’s model for natural inflow into Pyramid Lake. This model uses current daily stream flow data

! “Table A” water refers to CDWR’s contractual obligation to deliver a certain number of acre-feet of State Water Project

water on an annual basis to the Ventura County Watershed Protection District (VCWPD) under their State Water Project
long-term contract. The Table A amount does not assure delivery of that amount but rather provides the basis for
proportional allocation of available supplies among all State Water Project contractors.
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from the gauging stations on upper Piru Creek (also known as Piru Creek below Buck Creek) and
Cafiada de los Alamos and adjusts it for additional inflows from several minor watersheds that drain
into the lake but do not have gauging stations. Implementation of the proposed project would be as
follows:

* Natural inflow to Pyramid Lake would be released into middle Piru Creek at a rate of up to approximately
18,000 cubic feet per second (cfs), which is the maximum safe designed release from Pyramid Dam. The
exact maximum safe release depends on the lake surface water elevation at the time of the release.

«  Storm releases into middle Piru Creek may be less than 18,000 cfs if they are deemed a threat to life, safety,
or property at Pyramid Dam or downstream of the dam.

«  CDWR may elect to appropriate inflow to Pyramid Lake above the safe release flows under the provisions of
its existing water rights.

«  Up to 3,150 acre feet of State Water Project Table A water may be delivered to United Water Conservation
District (United) via middle Piru Creek between November 1* and the end of February of each water year.
During this period, water deliveries may be made over a period of a few days, ramping flows up and down to
simulate the hydrograph of a typical storm event, or they may be released more gradually over a longer
period.

* Releases into middle Piru Creek may be increased by up to 50 cfs for short periods of time to exercise the
Pyramid Dam radial gate and stream release valves, to test emergency power sources for operating State
Water Project facilities, to conduct tests mandated by the FERC or other agencies, or to meet other short-
term operational or maintenance requirements. Except for unscheduled events (such as equipment
malfunctions) or emergencies, no such tests would be scheduled between March 15" and June 15®. Testing
would also be avoided to the extent possible between June 16™ and July 31%. Tests may be conducted at any
time between August 1% and March 14®, provided that flows do not increase by more than 50 cfs above
current base flows during the event and that the event does not last longer than 15 minutes. Scheduled tests
requiring larger releases or lasting longer than 15 minutes would require prior notification to the United
States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), with further consultation as determined necessary by USFWS;
unscheduled releases would require notification of USFWS no later than three business days after the event,
again with further consultation as determined necessary by USFWS.

» The gauging station on upper Piru Creek (located north of Pyramid Lake) provides 24-hour averages;
therefore instantaneous peak stream releases may be attenuated. Unlike a natural inflow hydrograph, which
typically peaks sharply, the stream release hydrograph of middle Piru Creek may be attenuated.

* A multiplier is used to account for those portions of the Pyramid Lake watershed that are not tributaries of
upper Piru Creek and Cafiada de los Alamos upstream of their respective gauging stations. This may result in
some deviations for individual storm events due to localized variations in storm water intensity.

* Due to operational constraints, the stream release hydrograph of middle Piru Creek would typically lag
measured inflow by approximately one day. Occasionally, the delay may be longer.

» The valves at Pyramid Dam can be adjusted for release flows of less than three cfs; however, the precise
measurement of release flows of less than three cfs may not be possible due to operational constraints of the
dam’s gauging instrumentation. Natural inflow to Pyramid Lake would be released into middle Piru Creek at
a rate of up to approximately 18,000 cfs, which is the maximum safe designed release from Pyramid Dam.
The exact maximum safe release depends on the lake surface water elevation at the time of the release.

Implementation of the proposed project would result in greater volumes of water passing through
middle Piru Creek during the “rainy season” (which typically extends from November through April).
From May through October, generally considered the “dry season,” the volume and rate of flows into
middle Piru Creek would diminish incrementally in response to progressively smaller volumes of
natural surface water flows entering Pyramid Lake. During the dry season it is possible that at times
there would be no surface water flow in middle Piru Creek.
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Project Alternatives. Five alternatives to the proposed project, including the “No Project” Alternative,
are addressed in this Final EIR. These alternatives are summarized below:

* No Project Alternative. Under the No Project Alternative, the current temporary operations guidelines for
releases of water from Pyramid Dam into middle Piru Creek would become the permanent operating
guidelines. This alternative would consist of the following actions:

- From March 15" through April 1* CDWR would gradually ramp up stream releases, by approximately
one cfs per day, to 25 cfs, with the exception of the natural storm release option described below.

- From April 1% through June 15" CDWR would keep stream releases constant at 25 cfs. The only
exception for the period of March 15" through June 15" would be if natural storm events were to occur
during this period, CDWR would have the option of releasing storm flows as they occur, simulating the
natural hydrograph as much as possible, subject to specified operational and safety constraints.

- From June 16" through August 31, CDWR would continue to keep stream releases constant at 25 cfs
except for water deliveries to United or for the purpose of bullfrog control, as noted below.

- Water deliveries to United at Lake Piru may be made either during the period of June 16™ through
August 31%, provided that with the exception of natural storm flow releases, total stream releases do not
exceed 35 cfs, or during the period of November 1* through February 28",

- From September 1* through October 9" CDWR would gradually decrease stream releases back to five
cfs.

- From October 10™ through March 14" CDWR would maintain a minimum winter base flow of five cfs.

— CDWR would release all large storm events as they occur, regardless of the time of year. A large storm
event is defined, for the purposes of the proposed project, as one that generates flows of 1,000 cfs or
more on upper Piru Creek. The maximum stream release during a large storm event would be limited to
the maximum controlled release that Pyramid Dam can safely accommodate, approximately 18,000 cfs;
this maximum release could be further reduced as necessitated by other safety considerations.

—  Water released into middle Piru Creek in excess of natural inflows into Pyramid Lake may be recovered
from small to medium storm flows, defined as events in which flows on upper Piru Creek stay below
1,000 cfs. Water may be recouped from such small to medium natural storm flows at any time of year,
including the arroyo toad breeding season (March 15" through June 15"), as long as flows between April
1 and August 31 do not fall below 25 cfs, with the exception of the bullfrog control measure below.

— If natural inflows into Pyramid Lake drop to very low levels after June 15® but before September 15,
CDWR may reduce stream releases to three cfs or less for a two-week period to help control the bullfrog
population in middle Piru Creek.

—  Short-term releases for testing and maintenance would be as under the proposed project.

* Reversion to FERC License 2426 Article 52 Flow Requirements. This alternative would change flows
released from Pyramid Dam into middle Piru Creek back to those stipulated in Article 52 as amended by
FERC Order 2426-010, issued November 11, 1982. This alternative would provide for winter base stream
releases of five cfs (plus storm releases matching inflow into Pyramid Lake) from November 16" through
April 30", Between May 1* and November 15", base stream releases into middle Piru Creek would be a
minimum of ten cfs. However, the ten cfs stream release would be augmented with additional flows according
to the following air temperature thresholds: (1) if, on any given day, the maximum air temperature in the
project area is predicted to be between 86° Fahrenheit (°F) and 90°F, the minimum continuous flow is to be
increased to 15 cfs between 10:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m.; (2) if the maximum air temperature in the project area
is predicted to range between 91°F and 95°F, the minimum continuous flow is to be increased to 20 cfs
between 10:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m.; and (3) if the maximum air temperature in the project area is predicted to
be at or above 96°F, the minimum continuous flow is to be 25 cfs between 10:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m.
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» Steady Low Summer Flows Alternative. This alternative would provide the same winter base and storm
release flows as under the No Project Alternative. However, summer stream releases (May 1* through
November 15") into middle Piru Creek would be kept steady at five cfs or possibly ten cfs.

e Alternating Summer Flows Alternative. This alternative would consist of the No Project Alternative for a
predetermined number of years (two or four years), followed by one year of simulated natural flows.
Simulation of a natural flow regime would require the same operational assumptions as described for the
proposed project. Under this alternative, flow regimes in middle Piru Creek would alternate over a three or
five year cycle.

+ No State Water Project Table A Annual Deliveries. This alternative would be identical to the proposed
project except that there would be no deliveries of State Water Project Table A water to Lake Piru via middle
Piru Creek.

Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures. The proposed project would result in potentially
adverse impacts to water resources, biological resources, recreation, and cultural and paleontological
resources. All identified impacts are considered either less than significant or can be mitigated to a level
of less than significant. Table ES-1 summarizes the impacts associated with the proposed project and
the mitigation measures proposed to reduce impacts to a level of less than significant, as warranted. The
Mitigation Monitoring Plan presented in Appendix B and adopted by the CDWR would ensure effective
implementation of the mitigation measures imposed by the proposed project.

The five project alternatives would impact the same resources as the proposed project (biological
resources, water resources, cultural and paleontological resources and recreation). Out of all of the
alternatives the proposed project is the only one that would meet both the primary and secondary
project objectives. It would also have the greatest number of environmental benefits and is
recommended as the environmentally preferred alternative because: (1) it would result in beneficial
impacts for multiple sensitive wildlife species; (2) Alternatives 2 and 4 would result in significant
adverse biological impacts; and (3) except for the No State Water Project Table A Annual Deliveries
alternative, all other alternatives would result in continued incidental take of the arroyo toad and thus
would not meet the primary objective of the project.

Issues of Public Concern/Known Controversy. A public scoping meeting regarding the proposed
project was held on June 17, 2004 at the City Council Chambers in Santa Clarita, California. In
addition, the public and affected agencies were notified of preparation of the proposed project’s EIR on
May 19, 2004; the notification requested the submittal of project-related questions, concerns, and issues
to be addressed in the project’s EIR by June 25, 2004. Concerns raised prior to release of the Draft EIR
included potential impacts on the trout fishery, recreation, and water deliveries.

Comments received by mail and email during the public review period for the Draft EIR from
November 8, 2004 to January 7, 2005 and made at the December 16, 2004 public meeting included
concerns associated with endangered steelhead trout and southwestern pond turtle, historic water flows,
State Water Project water deliveries, erosion and flooding, and public noticing of the proposed project’s
CEQA process. These concerns were either addressed verbally at the public meeting or in written
responses. Appendix A of this document contains the CDWR’s written responses to comments received
on the Draft EIR and a transcript of the December 16, 2004 public meeting.

Issues to be Resolved. All issues raised during public and agency review of the proposed project’s
Draft EIR are contained in Appendix A of this document; Appendix A additionally contains the
CDWR’s responses to these issues. As of the publication date of this Final EIR, no issues regarding
the proposed project’s implementation have been identified that would affect CDWR’s ability to make a
decision on this document.
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Table ES-1 Summary of Impacts and Mitigation for the Proposed Project

Impact

| Impact Severity |

Mitigation Measure(s)

| Residual Impact

Biological Resources

Impact B-1: The proposed project could result in the
loss of or damage to non-sensitive plants and wildlife.

Less than significant

None needed

Less than significant

Impact B-2: The proposed project could result in the
loss of or damage to sensitive plants.

Less than significant

None needed

Less than significant

Impact B-3: The proposed project could result in the
loss of or damage to sensitive natural communities.

Less than significant

None needed

Less than significant

Impact B-4: The proposed project could result in the
loss of or damage to sensitive fauna.

Less than significant

None needed

Less than significant

Water Resources

Impact H-1: The proposed project could violate water
quality standards or waste discharge requirements.

No impact

None needed

No impact

Impact H-2: The proposed project could deplete
groundwater supplies or interfere with groundwater
recharge.

Less than significant

None needed

Less than significant

Impact H-3: The proposed project could alter the
existing drainage pattem in a manner which would
result in erosion.

Less than
significant with
mitigation
incorporated

Mitigation Measure H-3: Prevention of Erosion Damage to
Infrastructure. The CDWR shall perform an engineering analysis to
determine the potential for expected releases to damage Old
Highway 99, the Old Highway 99 bridges, utilities, and other
infrastructure in or adjacent to the channel. The engineering analysis
shall be used as a basis for establishing procedures and guidelines
for monitoring erosion at infrastructure during flood releases. CDWR
shall monitor erosion at key potential infrastructure damage areas
during large flow releases and temporarily curtail releases should the
monitoring determine the infrastructure to be at risk. CDWR shall
subsequently install engineered erosion protection to prevent erosion
damage to the areas determined to be at risk.

Less than significant

Impact H-4; The proposed project could create off-site
siltation.

Less than significant

None needed

Less than significant

Impact H-5: The proposed project could increase the
rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which
would result in flooding on- or off-site.

Less than significant

None needed

Less than significant

Impact H-6: The proposed project could create or
contribute to runoff water which would exceed the

degrade water quality.

capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage No impact None needed No impact
systems.

Impact H-7: The proposed project could provide Less than T
additional sources of polluted runoff or otherwise signficant None needed Less than significant

Final EIR
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Impact Impact Severity Mitigation Measure(s) Residual Impact
Impact H-8: The proposed project could expose Less than Mitigation Measure H-8: Development of flood waming signage. The
people or structures to a risk of loss, injury or death significant with | CDWR shall work with the USFS and landowners to develop a Less than sianificant
involving flooding, including flooding as a result of the mitigation waning system and place signage waming the public of dangerously | €SS than signtican
failure of a dam. incorporated high flows in middle Piru Creek.

Cultural and Paleontological Resources
Impact C-1: The proposed project could adversely

affect prehistoric or historic resources in the project Igizsnsif@:nr} None needed Less than significant
area.

Impact C-2: The proposed project could adversel Less than -
affgct paleontologialpresoure;ejs in the project arez. significant None needed Less than significant
Recreation

Impact R-1: Altered Use of Piru Creek Recreational Less than o
Facilities that Could Result in Their Physical significant None needed Less than significant
Deterioration.

Impact R-2: Altered Use of Other Nearby . Less than o
Recreational Facilities that Could Result in Their significant None needed Less than significant
Physical Deterioration.

Impact R-3: Altered Recreational Opportunities for Less than Mitigation Measure R-3: Stock some or all of the additional 1,000 Less than Significant
Anglers. significant with  [pounds of trout allotted in Piru Creek each year as determined

mitigation appropriate by CDFG fisheries biologists. In addition to the 3,000
incorporated pounds of trout stocked annually in middle Piru Creek, some or all of
the remaining 1,000 pounds of trout allotted may be stocked between
the base of Pyramid Dam and the weir upstream of Frenchman’s Flat.
Prior to the beginning of the stocking season, CDWR shall consult
with CDFG fishery biologists to determine a suitable amount of trout,
up to 1,000 pounds, to stock upstream of the weir to maintain a catch-
and-release trout population.

Impact R-4: Altered Opportunities for Rafters and Less than

Kayakers significant None needed Less than significant
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FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

1. ORGANIZATION OF THE FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

This Final Environmental Impact Report (Final EIR) is organized into five sections and three
appendices, each addressing a separate aspect of the required content of a Final EIR as described in the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the CEQA Guidelines. To help the reader locate
information of particular interest, a brief summary of the contents of each section of this document is
provided. The following sections are contained in this Final EIR:

« Section 1. Organization of the Final Environmental Impact Report: This section provides an overview
and guide to the sections and appendices of this Final EIR.

e Section 2. Purpose and Intended Uses of the Environmental Impact Report: This section contains a brief
description of the proposed project, an overview of the purpose of this Final EIR, and a summary of how the
Final EIR will be used by the CDWR as a decision-making tool.

»  Section 3. Scope of the Environmental Impact Report: This section describes the scope of the proposed
project’s Final EIR by presenting the resources and issues addressed in the document, in particular those that
the proposed project has the potential to impact. This section also addresses the review and approval of the
document by the Lead Agency and other agencies as well as the environmental review process.

«  Section 4. Organization of the Draft Environmental Impact Report: This section provides a guide to the
sections and appendices of the Draft EIR which is incorporated by reference into this document.

*  Section 5. Availability of the Final Environmental Impact Report for Review: This section identifies the
locations where the Final EIR is available for public review.

« Appendix A: Appendix A contains all the comments that were submitted regarding the project’s Draft EIR
and responses to those comments; it also contains a transcript of the December 16, 2004 public hearing on the
Draft EIR.

« Appendix B: This appendix consists of the Mitigation Monitoring Plan proposed to ensure the effective
implementation of the mitigation imposed in the proposed project.

« Appendix C: This appendix shows how the proposed project’s CEQA documentation correlates with the
required contents of Exhibit E as set forth in Title 18 of the Code of Federal Regulations Part 4.51(f) (18
CFR 4.51(f)).

No changes to the text, figures, tables, or appendices of the Draft EIR were made as a result of the
comments.

2. PURPOSE AND INTENDED USES OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

This Final EIR has been prepared to evaluate the environmental impacts of the proposed Simulation of
Natural Flows in Middle Piru Creek Project (“proposed project” or “project”). In addition to
evaluating the impacts associated with the proposed project, this Final EIR evaluates feasible mitigation
measures and project alternatives that would minimize or reduce project-related impacts. Piru Creek is
located in northwestern Los Angeles County and eastern Ventura County, California. For the purposes
of this document, middle Piru Creek is defined as that portion of Piru Creek that is located downstream
of Pyramid Dam and upstream of Lake Piru; it is approximately 18 miles long and flows roughly north
to south from Pyramid Dam to Lake Piru. Except for a few private inholdings, middle Piru Creek is
surrounded by Angeles National Forest and Los Padres National Forest and primarily is used for
recreational purposes.

The proposed project involves the simulation of natural flows in middle Piru Creek by altering the
existing water flows released from Pyramid Dam. The primary objective of the proposed project is to
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revise the stream release schedule from Pyramid Dam to avoid the “incidental take” of the federally
endangered arroyo toad (Bufo californicus) due to water releases into middle Piru Creek. The
secondary objective is to continue using middle Piru Creek as a means of conveyance of up to 3,150
acre-feet of State Water Project Table A' water annually to the United Water Conservation District. A
detailed description of the proposed project is provided in Section 2 of the Draft EIR, which is
incorporated by reference into this document.

This document is intended to serve as an informational document, as outlined in Section 15121(a) of the
CEQA Guidelines, as follows:

An EIR is an informational document which will inform public agency decision makers
and the public generally of the significant environmental effect of a project, identify
possible ways to minimize the significant effects, and describe reasonable alternatives to
the project. The public agency shall consider the information in the EIR along with
other information which may be presented to the agency.

Furthermore, this Final EIR provides the primary source of environmental information for the Lead,
Responsible, and Trustee Agencies to consider when exercising any permitting authority or approval
power directly related to implementation of the proposed project.

EIRs not only identify significant or potentially significant environmental effects but also identify ways
in which those impacts can be reduced to less-than-significant levels, whether through the imposition of
mitigation measures or through specific alternatives. In a practical sense, EIRs function as a technique
for fact-finding that allows a project proponent, concerned citizens, and agency staff to review and
evaluate baseline conditions and potential project impacts through a process of full disclosure.

As the Lead Agency under CEQA, the California Department of Water Resources (CDWR) will decide
whether or not to approve the proposed project. Implementation will also require amendment of the
CDWR'’s Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) license. The CDWR will consider the
information in the project’s Final EIR along with other information before requesting a FERC license
amendment. The conclusions of the project’s Final EIR regarding environmental impacts do not control
the CDWR’s discretion to approve, deny, or modify the proposed project; instead they are presented as
information intended to aid the decision-making process.

3. SCOPE OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

CEQA requires that an EIR be prepared when a Lead Agency determines that it can be fairly argued,
based on substantial evidence, that a proposed project may have a significant effect on the environment
(CEQA Sections 21080[d], 21082.2[d]). Based on this requirement and in consultation with appropriate
State and Federal agencies with jurisdiction over resources affected by the proposed project, the CDWR
determined that an EIR for the proposed project should be prepared. In making this determination four
environmental resource/issue areas were identified that may be significantly impacted by the proposed
project, including: biological resources; cultural and paleontological resources; recreation; and water
resources. These four issues were noted as being the key environmental concerns in the proposed
project’s Notice of Preparation (NOP), dated May 19, 2004. Following issuance of the NOP, a public
scoping meeting was held on June 17, 2004 at the City Council Chambers in the City of Santa Clarita,

! “Table A” water refers to CDWR’s contractual obligation to deliver a certain number of acre-feet of State Water Project

water on an annual basis to the Ventura County Watershed Protection District (VCWPD) under their State Water Project
long-term contract. The Table A amount does not assure delivery of that amount but rather provides the basis for
proportional allocation of available supplies among all State Water Project contractors.
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California to identify other resource- or issue-specific areas that may require detailed evaluation in the
EIR. No resource or issue areas other than those noted above were identified at the public scoping
meeting. Thus, the focus of the Draft EIR and this Final EIR is on the potential environmental effects
of the proposed project on:

«  Biological Resources +  Recreation
+  Cultural and Paleontological Resources +  Water Resources

In addition to addressing potentially significant environmental effects, CEQA requires that an EIR
contain a statement that briefly explains the reasons why certain environmental effects associated with a
proposed project have been determined not to be significant and thus not discussed in detail in the EIR
(CEQA Section 21100(c)). In accordance with this CEQA requirement and Appendix G of the CEQA
Guidelines, it has been determined that the proposed project would have either no impacts or less than
significant impacts on the following resources or issues:

«  Aesthetics «  Mineral Resources

«  Agricultural Resources +  Noise

+  Air Quality «  Population and Housing

+  Ground Water, Geology and Soils «  Public Services

+  Hazards and Hazardous Materials +  Transportation and Traffic

+ Land Use and Planning «  Utilities and Service Systems

The reasons why the impacts associated with these environmental resource/issue areas have been
determined to be less than significant are addressed in Section 5 of the Draft EIR which is incorporated
by reference to the Final EIR.

3.1 Lead Agency and Other Agency Reviews and Approvals
CEQA Agency Reviews

Under CEQA the Lead Agency is the California government agency that has the principal responsibility
for carrying out or approving a proposed project and therefore has the principal responsibility for
preparing all CEQA documents associated with that project. The CDWR is the Lead Agency under
CEQA for the proposed project evaluated in this Final EIR. The Final EIR must be approved and
certified as to its adequacy in complying with the requirements of CEQA by the CDWR before taking
any action on the project.

A Responsible Agency under CEQA is a California governmental agency other than the Lead Agency
that has a legal responsibility for carrying out or approving a project. A Responsible Agency must
participate in the Lead Agency’s CEQA process, review the Lead Agency’s environmental review
documents, and use the document when making a decision on the project. There are no State agencies
acting as a Responsible Agency for the proposed project.

A Trustee Agency is a State agency that has jurisdiction over certain natural resources held in trust for
the people of the State. A Trustee Agency is generally required to be notified of CEQA documents
relevant to its jurisdiction, whether or not it has actual permitting approval or approval power over
aspects of the project. Under CEQA the California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) is the only
State agency acting as a Trustee Agency for the proposed project.

The following agencies may have some interest in the proposed project and were sent copies of the
proposed project’s Draft EIR:

Final EIR 3 January 2005



SIMULATION OF NATURAL FLOWS IN MIDDLE PIRU CREEK

Final Environmental Impact Report

+  Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
« U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

+  Angeles National Forest

+  Los Padres National Forest

« U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

«  National Park Service

«  National Marine Fisheries Service

« U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
«  California Department of Forestry

«  State Lands Commission

«  California Department of Parks and

Native American Heritage Commission
California Department of Transportation
State Water Resources Control Board
Regional Water Quality Control Board

South Coast Air Quality Management District
Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
Los Angeles County

Ventura County

Ventura County Watershed Protection District
United Water Conservation District

Casitas Municipal Water District

Recreation

Agencies and members of the public that commented on the Draft EIR were sent copies of the Final
EIR ten days prior to the CDWR’s decision on the document. If the CDWR certifies the Final EIR and
approves the proposed project, copies of the certified Final EIR and its Notice of Determination and
CEQA findings will be submitted to the State Clearinghouse, Office of Planning and Research, for State
agency distribution per the requirements of CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines.

Other Agency Reviews and Approvals

In addition to the proposed project’s CEQA review, the following federal and State approvals and
permits were considered during preparation of this document:

.

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission License. Through the Federal Power Act of 1935, as amended,
and the Department of Energy Organization Act of 1977, as amended, the FERC is authorized to issue
licenses for non-federal hydroelectric project works, including dams, reservoirs, and other works to develop
and use power. Under this authority the FERC is responsible for licensing the hydropower facilities of the
California Aqueduct (Aqueduct), which constitutes a major portion of the California State Water Project. The
Aqueduct is a multi-purpose project designed for the conveyance of water, generation of hydroelectric power,
and recreation. Portions of the Aqueduct, including Pyramid Dam, were licensed (approved) by the FERC on
March 22, 1978 as FERC Project 2426. Articles 51 and 52 of the FERC license, as amended, address
mitigation for the impacts of FERC Project 2426 on the trout fishery located between Pyramid Dam and
Frenchman’s Flat. Implementation of the proposed project would require an amendment of Articles 51 and 52
of the FERC license for Project 2426 to alter the flow requirements for the creek’s trout fishery. The FERC
license amendment is considered a federal discretionary action. The FERC will be the federal Lead Agency
for the proposed project’s compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). The FERC has
been kept informed by the CDWR throughout development of the proposed project and has also been notified
of the proposed project’s environmental review through the project’s CEQA noticing process. Appendix C of
this document shows how the proposed project’s CEQA documentation correlates with the required contents
of Exhibit E as set forth in 18 CFR 4.51(f). Once this EIR is certified, CDWR plans to file an application for
amendment of the FERC license.

United States Department of Agriculture, Forest Service. A Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) was
executed in 1969 between the United States Department of Agriculture, Forest Service (USFS) and the
CDWR for the construction and operation of the Aqueduct on Angeles National Forest and Los Padres
National Forest lands. The MOU applies to the project area and contains several provisions related to
preserving, protecting, and enhancing resources, including recreation, fishing, and wildlife (Section VIII of
the MOU). The Los Padres and Angeles National Forests have been involved in interagency discussions with
the CDWR regarding the proposed project. As of the publication date of this Final EIR, neither the Los

Final EIR 4

January 2005



SIMULATION OF NATURAL FLOWS IN MIDDLE PIRU CREEK
Final Environmental Impact Report

Padres National Forest nor the Angeles National Forest has indicated that implementation of the proposed
project would require amendment of the MOU.

e United States Fish and Wildlife Service Consultation. Section 7 of the Federal Endangered Species Act
(FESA) of 1973, as amended, requires that any federal action that may affect a species listed or proposed as
threatened or endangered under the FESA, or the proposed or designated critical habitat for such species,
must consult with the United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS). As referenced above, a FERC
license amendment would be required for the proposed project. In reviewing the license amendment
application, the FERC will be required to make a determination as to whether the proposed project would
have an impact on the arroyo toad, or any other species or critical habitat designated under FESA. If the
FERC determines that no effects to listed species or critical habitat would occur, there would be no
requirement to consult the USFWS. However, if the FERC determines that the proposed project may have an
impact on the arroyo toad, and that the change in water flows within middle Piru Creek constitutes a federal
action, FERC would be required to consult with the USFWS under Section 7 of the FESA. The purpose of
the proposed project is to avoid the take of arroyo toad, thereby avoiding the need for a formal Section 7
consultation. (It is noted that the thresholds for “take” and “adverse effect” are very different. The threshold
for needing to enter into a formal consultation [“adverse effect”] could be reached well before “take”
occurs.) The USFWS has participated directly in the development of the proposed project, both at interagency
meetings and independently with the CDWR. As of the publication date of this Final EIR, the USFWS has
indicated that no adverse impacts to the arroyo toad would be anticipated to result from the proposed project
and that several beneficial impacts to the species and its habitat could occur. Consequently, it is not
anticipated that a formal Section 7 consultation with the USFWS would be required for the proposed project.
The CDWR will continue to coordinate with the USFWS throughout the proposed project’s environmental
review process regarding the applicability of a Section 7 consultation. If a Section 7 consultation is required,
it is expected to be an informal consultation. An informal consultation would be appropriate if the FERC
determined that the revised water release schedule may affect arroyo toad or another listed species but is not
likely to adversely affect these listed species. A project is not likely to adversely affect a listed species if all
of its effects are either completely beneficial, insignificant, or discountable.

*  Regional Water Quality Control Board Water Quality Certification. Section 401 of the Clean Water Act
grants each State the right to ensure that the State’s interests are protected on any federally permitted activity
occurring in or adjacent to waters of the State. If a proposed project falls under the jurisdiction of a federal
agency, or has the potential to impact waters of the State, the Regional Water Quality Control Board
(RWQCB) verifies that project activities would comply with State water quality standards through a Water
Quality Certification (WQC). The proposed project does require a federal action through its FERC license
amendment process. However, the proposed project is not anticipated to alter the existing water quality or
chemistry of middle Piru Creek. Through the project’s CEQA process the Los Angeles RWQCB has been
notified of the proposed project and provided with the opportunity to comment on whether a WQC is
considered necessary. In its comment letter on the Draft EIR (see Appendix A), the RWQCB did not indicate
that a WQC would be required for the proposed project.

« California Department of Fish and Game Section 1602 Agreement. Pursuant to Sections 1600 et seq. of
the California Fish and Game Code, the CDFG regulates all diversions, obstructions, or changes to the
natural flow or bed, channel, or bank of any river, stream, or lake. Section 1602 of the California Fish and
Game Code states that an entity may not substantially divert or obstruct the natural flow of, or substantially
change or use any material from the bed, channel, or bank of, any river, stream, or lake without submitting a
formal notification to the CDFG.

The proposed project does not constitute an obstruction or diversion of "natural flow," since the CDWR
would adjust stream releases from Pyramid Dam into middle Piru Creek, to the extent operationally feasibly
and consistent with safety considerations, to be equal to current natural inflow into Pyramid Lake. Whether
or not the proposed project would substantially change the bed, channel, or bank of the creek, however, is
less clear. The USFWS has informed CDWR that the proposed simulation of natural winter flow might result
in the scouring of middle Piru Creek by high volumes of water during winter storms, resulting in the
reduction of vegetation encroachment, redistribution of sediments, and the creation of sandbars (USFWS,

Final EIR 5 January 2005



SIMULATION OF NATURAL FLOWS IN MIDDLE PIRU CREEK
Final Environmental Impact Report

2003). They conclude that the scouring action of heavy flow may be beneficial to the endangered arroyo toad,
precisely because of changes it brings to the banks and bed of the creek. Riparian ecosystems are dynamic by
nature. The scouring effects of winter storm flows are an integral part of local stream ecology and play a vital
role in the maintenance of habitat for wildlife along the watercourse. The only "change" contemplated by
CDWR in proposing the project is the restoration of those natural processes to the extent possible. It does not
appear that restoring natural fluctuations in vegetation and the sediment redistribution essential to the
formation of wildlife habitat was the sort of change contemplated by the Legislature when it drafted Section
1602 of the California Fish and Game Code. The proposed operations guidelines were developed in
coordination with the CDFG and other agency stakeholders; through the project’s CEQA process, the CDFG
was provided additional opportunity to comment on whether a Section 1602 agreement will be necessary. In
its comment letter on the Draft EIR, the CDFG indicated that a Streambed Alteration Agreement pursuant to
Section 1600 er seq. of the California Fish and Game Code would be required for the proposed project (see
Appendix A). However, since receipt of the letter the CDWR has coordinated with the CDFG, and after
further evaluation CDFG concluded that a Streambed Alternation Agreement will not be required (see
Appendix A).

3.2 Environmental Review Process

This Final EIR has been prepared to meet all of the substantive and procedural requirements of CEQA
(California Public Resources Code Section 21000 et seq.) and the CEQA Guidelines (California Code
of Regulations, Title 14, Section 15000 et seq.). It also meets FERC requirements for providing
specified stakeholders opportunity to review and comment on a draft application for license amendment.
The CDWR is the Lead Agency for the proposed project, taking primary responsibility for conducting
the CEQA environmental review and approving or denying the project. If the CDWR certifies this Final
EIR and approves the proposed project, it would then submit a request for license amendment to the
FERC. After receipt of the request for license amendment, the FERC would conduct its own
environmental review in compliance with the NEPA.

After determining that an EIR should be prepared for the proposed project, the CDWR filed a NOP
with the State Clearinghouse in the Office of Planning and Research on May 19, 2004. The NOP was
also distributed to involved public agencies, Native American interest groups, and other interested
parties for a 35-day public review period, which ended on June 25, 2004. The proposed project’s NOP
and notification regarding its public scoping meeting were advertised on May 21, 2004 in the Los
Angeles Times, The Signal, Antelope Valley Press, Bakersfield California and the Tehachapi News
(May 26, 2004). In addition, notification was posted at Frenchman’s Flat and sent to local bait and
fishing shops with a request for posting. The purpose of the NOP review period was to solicit
comments on the scope and content of the environmental analysis to be included in the Draft EIR. In
addition, a public scoping meeting to solicit comments on the content of the Draft EIR was held on June
17, 2004. Relevant comments received from agencies and interested parties that either responded to the
NOP and/or participated in the scoping meeting were considered in preparation of the Draft EIR, as
appropriate.

The Draft EIR was filed with the State Clearinghouse, Office of Planning and Research, and distributed
to involved public agencies, Native American interest groups, private property owners adjacent to the
creek, and other interested parties (see Appendix A of the Draft EIR). The document was additionally
made available for review at six public repository sites including five public libraries and the Vista Del
Lago Visitors Center (see Section 5, below, for the addresses of these sites). Newspaper advertisements
regarding the Draft EIR, its corresponding Notice of Availability, and the Draft EIR’s December 16,
2004 public meeting began on November 8, 2004 in the Los Angeles Times and Ventura County Star.
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The advertisements were published for four consecutive weeks. This notification was also posted at
Frenchman’s Flat and sent to local bait and fishing shops with a request for posting.

During the review period, from November 8, 2004 to January 7, 2005, agencies and the public could
submit written comments on the Draft EIR to the CDWR contact person. In addition, a public meeting
regarding the Draft EIR was held on December 16, 2004 at the City of Santa Clarita City Hall in Santa
Clarita, California. Agencies, Native American interest groups, and other interested parties were given
the opportunity to submit written comments and/or provide verbal comments on the Draft EIR at this
meeting as well. Two members of the public and one representative from the Angeles National Forest
provided verbal comments at the public meeting. Their comments were addressed at that time and are
summarized in Appendix A of this document. Appendix A additionally contains a transcript of the
December 16, 2004 public meeting. Eight comment letters were received during the public comment
period. The comment letters and specific responses to these comments are included in Appendix A of
this document, along with the above-referenced transcript. The Final EIR incorporates all the necessary
changes to the Draft EIR based on these comments, although no changes to the project description or
technical analyses contained in the Draft EIR were made as a result of comments.

If CDWR decides to carry out the proposed project, it must address in writing each significant impact
identified in the Final EIR. These findings must either state that alterations have been made to the
project to avoid or substantially reduce each significant impact, or that specific economic, legal, social,
technological, or other considerations make mitigation of a significant impact infeasible.

When a Lead Agency makes the findings described above in conjunction with approving a project, a
mitigation monitoring program (or plan) must be adopted to ensure that the measures needed to mitigate
or avoid significant environmental impacts are implemented. Appendix B contains the Mitigation
Monitoring Plan for the proposed project.

4. ORGANIZATION OF THE DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

The Draft EIR is incorporated by reference into this Final EIR. A guide and summary of the sections of
the Draft EIR are presented here. The Draft EIR was organized into ten sections, each addressing a
separate aspect of the required content as described in the CEQA Guidelines. The following sections
are contained in the Draft EIR:

«  Executive Summary: The Draft EIR Executive Summary section contains an overview of the scope of the
Draft EIR, as well as a summary of environmental impacts, proposed mitigation measures, level of
significance after mitigation, and unavoidable significant impacts. Also in this section is a summary of project
alternatives, areas of known controversy, and project-related issues to be resolved.

e Section 1. Introduction: This section provides an overview of the purpose and use of the proposed project’s
Draft EIR, the scope of the Draft EIR, the environmental review process for the Draft EIR, the general
format of the document, availability of the Draft EIR, and points of contact for submitting written comments
on the Draft EIR. A glossary of terms and acronyms used in the Draft EIR is also provided in this section.

e Section 2. Project Description: This section outlines the project history and objectives and describes the
project location.

«  Section 3. Environmental Analysis: This section describes and evaluates the environmental issues addressed
in detail in the Draft EIR, including the existing environmental setting and background, applicable
environmental thresholds, environmental impacts (both short-term and long-term), policy considerations
related to the particular environmental issue area under analysis, and proposed mitigation measures for
minimizing adverse environmental impacts.
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Section 4. Alternatives Analysis: This section analyzes feasible alternatives to the proposed project,
including the No Project Alternative and four operational alternatives.

Section 5. Issues Upon Which Impacts Would Be Less Than Significant or None: This section
summarizes those environmental resources and issues upon which the proposed project would have less than
significant impacts or no impacts.

Section 6. Environmentally Preferred Alternative: This section provides a discussion of the
environmentally superior, or preferred, alternative as required by CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6(¢e)(2).

Section 7. Other CEQA Considerations: This section provides a discussion of the proposed project’s

growth-inducing impacts,

significant impacts.

«  Section 8.

cumulative impacts, irreversible environmental changes,

Environmental Impact Report Preparers, Contributors, and Reviewers:

identifies all individuals responsible for the preparation and review of this document.

and unavoidable

This section

e Section 9. List of Agencies, Organizations and Persons Contacted: This section provides a listing of all
agencies, organizations and persons contacted during the preparation of the Draft EIR.

« Section 10. References:
report.

5. AVAILABILITY OF THE FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR REVIEW

This section identifies all references used and cited in the preparation of this

The Final EIR has been prepared by the CDWR in accordance with CEQA, as amended, and State
Guidelines for the implementation of CEQA. The CDWR has relied on Section 15084(d)(2) of the State
CEQA Guidelines, which allows contracting with another entity, public or private, to prepare the Draft
and Final EIRs. The CDWR has reviewed drafts of all portions of the Draft and Final EIRs and
subjected them to its own review and analysis. The Draft and Final EIRs released for public review
reflect the independent judgment of the CDWR. The Final EIR is available for public review at the
following locations:

Newhall Public Library
23743 West Valencia Blvd.
Valencia, CA 91355

(661) 259-0750

Valencia Public Library
23743 West Valencia Blvd.
Valencia, CA 91355

(661) 259-8942

Canyon Country JoAnne Darcy Public Library
18601 Soledad Canyon Road

Canyon Country, CA 91351

(661) 251-2720

Blachard/Santa Paula Public Library
119 North 8t Street

Santa Paula, CA 93060

(805) 525-3625

Camarillo Public Library
3100 Ponderosa Drive
Camarillo CA 93010
(805) 482-1952

Vista del Lago Visitors Center (at Pyramid
Lake)

35800 Vista del Lago

Gorman, CA 93243

(661) 294-0219
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Comment Letter #1

State of California-—Health and Human Services Agency

Department of Health Services

e

SANDRA SHEWRY ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER

Director Govermnor
November 24, 2004 , EGEIVE
1
]
Dr. Eva Begley i
DEC -2 x4 |

Department of Water Resources
1416 Ninth Street, Room 620

Sacramento, CA 95814 PR
DIVISION O

NT OF WATER RCSOURCES
PERATIONS AND HAINTEN!

Dear Dr. Begley:

SCH# 2004051123: DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR THE
SIMULATION OF NATURAL FLOWS IN MIDDLE PIRU CREEK)

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the subject document.

As the California Department of Water Resources’ (DWR) Vista del Lago Visitors Center
(Center) draws raw surface water from the Pyramid Lake for treatment and distribution
to the Center's visitors and occupants, please inform the DWR personnel in-charge of
the Center and/or surface water treatment plant about the simulation project and
schedule of activities. Although no or minimal impact on the plant's raw water intake is 1
anticipated, it would be prudent to alet DWR Center/treatment plant personnel about
the project and schedule in order for these personnel to anticipate any change(s) to raw
surface water quality.

if you have any questions, please contact Mr. Ric M. Roda, P.E., at (213) 580-3124.

Sincerely, 3 i
B F L yd
F ol ':._ { ’//?
. e ____._.---'} "'ﬂ J e \*-——-*: S
Joseph E. Crisolego, P.E., R.EA. //
District Engineer // /
Hoﬂywood District ~_~ /

Drinking Water Figld Operations /

Gl See nexi page

1 |||‘
1"[ ;“' iR E -ur Doy yowr part 1o halp Califomia save energy. To leam more aboul saving energy, visit the following web site:
consumerengraycenter.org/flex’index.himl .

Savthe —r"‘ el Drinking Water Ficld Operations Branch Los Angeles Regi
1449 Wesl Temple St. Room 202, Los Angeles, CA 00026
Telephone: (213)580-5723  Fax: (213)580-5711
Internet Address: www.dhs.ca.qov ns/ddwem/



Dr. Eva Begley
Page 2
November 24, 2004

CC:

Mr. Scott Morgan

State Clearinghouse

P. O.Box 3044

Sacramento, CA 95812-3044

Mr. John Kemp, Water Quality Supervisor
Southern Field Division

California Department of Water Resources
34534 116" Street E.

P. O.Box 1187

P | o ey ~A D s ]
ecariblossom, CA 83553

SDWSRF-Environmental Coordinator

Drinking Water Program

Technical Program Branch

1616 Capitol Avenue, MS 7416, P.O. Box 997413
Sacramento, CA 95899-7413
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ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT ROUTE SLIP Noy 2004

RECEVED
DEPT OF HikLTH SERPVICES
DWFOB-L0S ANGLLES

DivisioN OF DRINKING WATER AND ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT

DWFOB - Northern Region DWFOB - Los Angeles Region

Attn: Brian Kinney L Attn: Jeff O Keefe

1616 Capital Avenue MS 7407 1449 West Temple Street. Room 2602
Sacramento, CA 95899-7413 ( 1/1/ Los Angeles, CA 90026

Date Ree’d__ Date Forwarded o Date Rec’d =23 ¢ Date Forwarded
DWFOB - North Coastal Region DWTFOB - Central California Region

Attn: Cathy Ma Attn: Rich Habermun

2151 Berkeley Way, Room 458 1040 East Herndon Avenue, Suite 205
Berkeley, CA 94704 () ¥resno, CA Y3720-3158

Date Ree’d Date Forwarded __ DateRec’d_ Date Forwarded
DWEOB - South Coastal Region DWFOB - Sonoma/Mendocino District
Aune John Curphey Attn: Janice OakleyBruce Burton

I 180 Fugema Place, Suite 200) 50 D Street, Suite 200

Carpintenia, CA 93013 ( ) Santa Rosa. CA 95404-4752

Date Rec.d _ Date Forwarded Date Rec’d  Date Forwarded
EMB - Institution Program EMB - US DOD

Atin: Glenn Takcoka Attn: Darice Bailey

1616 Capital Avenue MS 7404 1616 Capital Avenue MS 7407

Sacramento, CA 93899-7413 ( ) Sacrumento. CA 93899-7413

Date Ree'd __Date Forwarded Date Rec’d __ Date Forwarded

Foon. DRUG & RADIATION SAFETY DIVISION

Radiological Health Branch Division: .

Atin: Ed Bailey Contact Name:

1616 Capital Avenue MS Address: i

Sacramento, CA 95899-7413 ¢ ) —
Date Rec™d_ Date Forwarded Date Ree™d___ Date Forwarded S

e e S e R TS e R S R e

Irom: SDWSRF-Environmental Coordinator Date Reccived in SDWSRE: L’;’Z[‘}{ r_“é 4
Drinking Water Program SCH Number:_-2¢¢ 4 5 i

Technical Programs Branch Title:, L,ww'{:u_#,‘- of 1'57‘5-» ol Fla
. . T 42 - 7] /
1616 Capitol Avenue, MS 7416, P.O. Box 997413 4 =204 LG ; LU.J Licife
sucramento, CA YI8YY- /413 Due I1ate: jigeese f
I

Please send ALL comments directly to the State Clearinghouse (SCH), P.O. Box 2044, Sacramento,
CA 95812-3044, and a copy to SDWSRF-Environmental Coordinator with this slip attached over the
comment page. The SCH will aiso accept comments by fax at (916) 323-3018. Please forwurd the
documents AS SOON AS POSSIBLE 1o the nexi reviewer to assure that due dales are met and returmn
all Environmental Document Route Slips o SDWSRF-Environmental Coordinator. 1 you have any
questions or CANNOT meet the due date, please call Christopher Stewart at (916) 449-56346
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Comment Letter #2

Los Angeles Region

Recipient of the 2001 Environmental Leadership Award from Keep California leautiful

< California Regional Water Quality Control Board

Alan C. Linyd, Ph.D. Arnold Schwarzenegger
\geney Sevrerary 320 W dth Street, Suite 200, Los Angeles, Califomia 90013 Cervehion
Phone (2033 5706600 FAX (213) 5766640 - Intemel Address: hip/iwww. watcebiards e gov/losungeles

January 6, 2005

Dr. Eva Begley

California Department of Water Resources
1416 Ninth Street, Room 620
Sacramento, CA 05814

-7 705

SUBIECT: SCH# 2004051123
Simulation of Natural Flows in Piru Creek

We appreciaie the opportunity to comment on the CEQA documentation for the above-
mentioned project. For your information o hist ol permitting requirements and Regional Board
Contacts is provided m Attachment A hereto,

The project site lies in the Santa Clara River watershed that was listed as an impaired waterbody
pursuani o Scection 303 (d) of the Ciean Water Act.  Constituents causing impairments i the
Santa Clara watershed include pesticides, nitrogen, salts, and coliform.  The Los Angeles
Regional Water Quality Control Bowrd has developed Total Maximum Daily Loads (TMDLs) for
nutrients and salts in the watershed as mandated by EPA. The Regional Board must carclully
evaluate the potential impacts ol new projects that may discharge to impaired waterbodies. In this
case, o reduction in [Nows should alter the assimilative capacity ol the waterbody, o value upon
which allocations for pollutant loading are founded.

Our review of your documentation shows that it does not include information on how this project
will alter the loading of these pollutants or the assimilative capacity in the watershed. Please
provide the following additional information for the operational phases of the project.

s For each constituent listed above, please provide an estimate of the change concentration
(ppb) and loud (Ibs/day) for the project.

w

s Lstimates the change in assimilative capacity of the Santa Clara River for the constituents

N

listed above.
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Dr. Eva Begley

California Department of Water Resources - 2 - January 6, 2005

e [stimates of the net change in cubic feet per second of groundwater and surface water 4
contributions under historic drought conditions, and 10-year 50-year, and 100-year flood
conditions.

I you have any questions please call me at (213) 576-0683.

Sincerely,

(’_‘./ LA i LA G,

Elizabeth Erickson

Associate Geologist, TMDL Unit

Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board

EE

Attachments (1)

ce:

State Clearinghouse — (2004051123)
file
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ATTACHMENT A

If the proposed project will result in a discharge of dredge or fill into a surface water (including a dry streambed),
and is subject lo a federal license or permit, the project may require a Section 401 Water Quality Certification, or
waiver of Waste Discharge Requirements. For further information, please contact:

Valerie Carrillo, Nonpaint Source Unit at (213) 576-6759.

If the project involves inland disposal of nonhazardous contaminated soils and materials. the proposed project
may be subject lo Waste Discharge Requirements. For further information, please contact:

Rodney Nelson, Landfills Unit, at (213) 576-6719.

If the overall project area is larger than five acres, the proposed project may be subject to the State Board's General
Construction Activity Storm Water Permit. For further infonmation, please contacl:

Tracy Woorls, Statewirde General Construction Activity Storm Water Permits at (213) 576-6684.

If the project involves a facility that is proposing lo discharge storm waler associaled with industrial activity (e.g.,
manulfacturing, recycling and transportation facilities, etc.), the facilily may he subject to the Stale Board's General
Industrial Activities Storm Water Permit. For further information, please contacl:

Kristie Chung, Statewide General Industrial Storm Walter Permils al (213) 576-6807.
If the proposed project involves requirements for new development and construction pertaining to municipal storm
water programs, please conlacl:

Xavier Swamikannu, Municipal Storm Waler Permits, Los Angeles County al (213) 620-2094
Ejigu Solnmon, Municipal Storm Water Permits, Venlura Counly at (213) 620-2237

The proposed projecl also shall comply with the local regulations associated with the applicable Regional Board
stormwater permit:

Los Angeles Counly and Co-permillces:
NPDES No. CAS004001
Waste Discharge Requirements Order No. 01-182.

Long Beach Counly and Co-permitlees:
NPDES CAS004003
Wasle Discharge Requirements Order No. 99-060.

Venlura Counly and Co-permillees:
NPDES No. CAS004002

Waste Discharge Requirements Order No. 00-108.

sbeisnanat

If the proposed project involves any construction and/or groundwater dewatering to be discharged to surface
waters, the project may be subject to MPDES/Waste Discharge Requirements. For further information, please contacl:

Augustine Anijielo, General Permilting and Special Projects Unit al (213) 576-6657 (All Region 4 Walersheds).

It the proposed project involves any conslruction and/or groundwater dewatering to be discharged to land or
groundwaler, the project may be subject to Waste Discharge Requirements. For lurther informalion, please contact:

Kwang-il Lee, Non-Chapler 15 Unit, al (213) 576-6666 (All Region 4 Watersheds).

Revised - June 21, 2004



Comment Letter #3

State of California - The Resources Agency ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGCGER, Governor

DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND CAME

http:/ /www.dfg.ca.gov Ie% 97 3 1
4949 Viewridge Avenue T
San Diego, CA 92123 f7 %

(858) 467 4201 5

AL Y

December 29, 2004

Flex E‘:
Dr. Eva Begley your =l
California Department of Water Rescurces POWER
1416 North Street, Room 620

Sacramento, CA 95814

Draft Environmental Impact Report for
Simulation of Natural Flows in Middle Piru Creek
SCH # 2004051123, Los Angeles County

Dear Dr. Begley:

The Department of Fish and Game (Depariment) Habitat Conservation and Planning
Division appreciates this opportunity to provide comments on the Draft Environmental impact
Report (DEIR ), albeit slightly delayed because of tha holiday period. The project proposal
consists of modification of water operation guidelines at Pyramid Lake to simulate natural flows
within the approximately 18 mile long middle Piru Creek. This modification was developed to
avoid the incidental take (direct and indirect injury and mortality) of the federally endangered
arroyo toad and fo allow State Water Project water deliveries fo United Water Conservation
District via middle Piru Creek to Lake Piru.

The following statements and comments have been prepared pursuant to the Depariment’s
authority as Trustee Agency with jurisdiction over natural resources affected by the project
(CEQA Section 15386) and pursuant to our authority as a Responsible Agency under the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) CEQA Section 15381 over those aspects of the
proposed project that come under the purview of the California Endangered Species Act (Fish
and Game Code Section 2050 et seq) and Fish and Game Code Section 1600 et seq..

impacts o Special Status Species

1 Southwestern Pond Turtle- The DEIR states that the proposed project will not result in
an adverse significant impact to socuthwestern pond turtle (SWPT) a California Species of
Special Concern and that the project would in fact benefit SWPT. The DEIR states that
the proposed project would result in the creation of isolated pools and low flow channels
during periods of low flow which would reduce populations of exotic aquatic species
which compete and prey upon SWFT.

a. The Department concurs with the conclusinns made in the DEIR regarding
project benefits to SWPT however there is a concern that the creation of isolated
pools may concentrate SWPT into areas where they may be made more 5
vulnerable to predation by humans. Isolated pools will most likely be targeted by
the public for recreation (fishing, wading, etc.) to the detriment of SWPT if initial



Dr. Eva Begiey
December 28, 2003
Page 2af 3
numbers of turties are 10w and recruitment levals (an unknown varianig: are [ol

adeguale to sustain/incresse this population in middie Piry Ore

b. The Depariment recommends that the number of S\WFT be monitored within the
project area to determine a baseline popuiztion level and age class compesition
prior to and during project implementation in order (o measure the true banslits o
detriments from the proposed project so that adaptive management measures
may be implemanted if nzcessary,

Impacts to Riparian Resources

; Page 3-34, top paragraph, staies that "existing sediment loads from upsiream reaches of
middle Piru Creek beiow Pyramid Dam and secondary scurces including Agua Blancse
Creek would probably provide the required granitic fines needed (0 maintain suilable
arroyo toad breeding scils for many years {0 come in the souther raacnes of middle Piry
Creek”. Fage 3-72, last paragraph, of the DEIR states, “The increase in sediment
transport capacity s 2 result of the proposed project, without 2 correspending increase in
sediment supply is expected o result in an increased raie of long-termt degradation and fo
the ieng-term irend toward armoring of the streambed. imporation of sedimant by truck {o
azcount for the deficit was investigaled and deferminad to be impractical ™

2. The project appears to afford an initial benefit fo arroyo oad and other nativa
aguatic speciss with a gradual decline of habitat at some point in the Tuture which
in and of itseif coula resull in e incremenial joss of habilat of airoyo Wad from
Pyramid Dam releases flushing avaiisble limited sedimant downisiream into Lake
Piru. The DEIR should discuss a long term monitoring program 1o document
response of arroyo toad and other special status spacies populations as the result
of the propcsed project and discuss furlther mechanisms 1o jaciiizie sediment
supply info fite sysiem if the long term management aclivilies at Pyramid Dam ars
expected to degrade habitat within the Dapartment’s jurisdiction

i3, Ag stated above the propossd project may adversely impact areas of middle Piru
Creszx within Department jurisdiction. The Department reguires a Sireambed
Alteration Agreement {(SAA), pursuant to Section 1600 et seq. of the Fish and Game
Code, with the applicart prior {o any cirect orindirect impact {0 2 'zks orsiream bed,
bank or channel or associated riparian resources. The Department’s issuance of 2
SAA may be a project that 1s subject to CEQA. To faciiitate our issuance of the
Agreement when CEQA applies, the Departmeant as & responsible agency under
CEQA may consider the local jurisdiciion’s {lead agency) dosument for the project.
To minimize additional requirements by the Department under CEQA the document
should fully identify the potential impacts (o the jake, slream or riparian resources and
provide adeguate avoidance, mitigation, monitoring and reporting commitmenis for
issuance of the Agreement. Early consuitation is recomrnended, since madification
of the proposed project may be reguired fo avoid or reduce impacis o fish and

impacts t¢ sediment iranspent availability,

5, cont.
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Thank you for this opportunity to provide comment. Questions regarding this letter and
further coordination on these issues should b2 directed to Mr. Scott Harris, Aszociate Wildlife
Biologist, at (628) 797-3170.

Sincerely,

=7
QEIAC 27 < agns

C.F. R'é{ysbrook
Regional Manager

e

cC: Depzriment of Fish ana Game
Ms. Morgan Wehtje
Mr. Scott Harris
Mr. Dwayne Maxweli
Ms. Beity Courtnay
Mr. Maurice Cardenas
HCP-Chron
8. Fish and Wiidiife Service
Mr. Creed Clayton

NAGT D DA Lfaei, em N4 SAAAD
2493 Peorlola Rd., Ventura, CA 3003

State Clezringhouse
Mr. Scotl Morgan

Sh:sh



Comment Letter #4

PuprLic Wonks AGency

Nunaww C. Coons
Agency Duecter

Yentura County
Watershed Profection

Jelf Pratt
District Director

Lawrence Jackson, Depuly
November 1 1. 2004 Water Quatity/Enviranmental
Peter Sheydayi, Deputy

Oesign/Construction

Sergio Vargas. Deputy
Dr. Eva Begley Planing/Regulatory
Department of Water Resources £

1416 Ninth Street, Room 620 i A g
Sacramento, California i

95814

Tom Lagier, Manaye:

OperationsAlaimendnic

SUBJECT: Piru Creek, Simulation of Natural Flows Project
Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR)

Dear Dr_Begley :

The Ventura County Watershed Protection District (District) has reviewed the submittal and
determined that the project does not indicate any direct connection or encroachment to District
facilities or right-of-way that would require review and permitting by the District. The project
described in the EIR involves modification in the release schedule and quantity from Pyramid Dam
for the purpose of simulating natural hydrology of middle Piru Creek and thereby avoid incidental
“take” of the arroyo toad (Bufo californicus), a federally listed endangered species. Because the
project would take place outside the jurisdiction of the District, the project is not expecled to affect
District jurisdiction facilities. The CDWR will monitor the water release to ensure that there is no
threat to life, safety, or property along Piru Creek. However, in the evenl that release schedules
and/or quantities from Piru Lake are altered, the District should be consulted well in advance of
implementation.

If you have questions regarding this review, please call the undersigned at 654-2906.

Very truly yours,

Km % T
Kevin Keivanfar, P.E!

Manager, Permit Section
Flood Control Department

TTiht

BOU South Victora Avenoe © Venitura, Galitorma Y3008- 1o00
(805) 65H4-2001 = Fax (BUS) 654-3350 = hitp:/twww. vewatershed.org




Comment Letter #5

UNITED WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT |

“Conserving Water Since 1927"

January 6, 2005
Faxed: (916) 653-8250

Dr. Eva Begley

Department of Water Resources
1416 Ninth Street, Room 620
Sacramento, CA 95814

Subject: Comiments on Draft EIR
Simulation of Natural Flows in Middle Piru Creek Project

Dear Eva:

The purpose of this letter is to provide our comments on the draft EIR for the proposed
Simulation of Natural Flows in Middle Piru Creek . We intend for our comments to be
constructive and favorable. As you know, United Water Conservation District supports the
proposed project. It was our toad biologist, Nancy Sandburg, who first documented the
deleterious impacts on arroyo toads created by the former 25 CFS fish release between April 1
and August 31 of each year. That fish release also results in a net reduction in the amount of
water that flows into Lake Piru in many years. That is because each winter DWR pays itself
back for the water released the previous summer for fish, by withholding natural inflow that
would normally flow downstream into Lake Piru. Thus, water that would naturally flow from
Pyramid Lake into Lake Piru with little loss in wet periods has instead been released, for DWR's
convenience, in the high evaporative-loss summer months to meet DWR's fish release
requircments, Most agencies that provide fish releases do so without attempting to recover the
water from downstream water users, DWR appropriates about 18,000 AF/Yr on average from
our local watershed, and that water should compensate for the fish release. This questionable
operation has been a source of contention between our two agencies since the mid 1990's. That
is one reason we are pleased to see a return to a more natural flow condition.

Our specific comments on the EIR are as follows:

1) Although the draft EIR covers the release of 3,150 AF/Yr of United's State Water
Project Table A entitlement, it does not discuss what we do with that water. Each year we
receive that water in Lake Piru, as described, and release it downstream from Santa Felicia
Dam in the late summer and fall, along with local water stored in the lake that is released
at the same time. That water flows down Piru Creek into the Santa Clara River, and then
towards the Freeman diversion in Saticoy, 26 miles downstream from Lake Piru. Water
that arrives at the Freeman diversion is used for direct or in-lieu groundwater recharge in

106 N. Bth Street = Santa Pauta, Californla 93060 - Phone (805) 525-4431 « FAX: (BOS) 525-2661

10

11
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the critically overdrafted Oxnard Plain aquifers. Seawater intrusion has damaged about 20
square miles of the aquifer system near the coast, causing many wells to be unusable.
Water released from Lake Piru also recharges three other groundwater basins on its way to 11, cont.
the Freeman diversion: the Piru basin, the Fillmore basin, and the Santa Paula basin. All
of these aquifers are interconnected to some degree, and recharging one can benefit the
others. A good deal of information about United's management of local groundwater can
be found in our 2003 Coastal Saline Intrusion Report, posted on our website at
Unitedwater.org.

2) On page 2-7, second paragraph, your wording suggests that United's receipt of State
Water in May 2003 contributed to the disruption of that year's arroyo toad breeding
season. What actually happened is that a late-season storm in May 2003 washed away
many of the arroyo toad egg cluiches and tadpoles. The problem was exacerbated by
operational delays in matching outflow to inflow. Soon afterwards, our toad biologist,
who was doing surveys prior to our scheduled release, suggested that, since the arroyo
toads had already been washed away, maintaining a steady flow (instead of a reduction
after the storm followed by another increase) would allow us to receive our State Water
without harming any toads. This was explained and agreed to by USFWS at our June 23
meeting that year. Receipt of our State Water that year did not adversely affect arroyo
toads, as confirmed by our toad biologist.

12

3) In Section 7.3, you discuss the cumulative impacts of increasing State Water deliveries
to United. Under Table 7-1 you state that "No formal applications or negotiations to
increase United's existing State Water Project water deliveries have been initiated by
United." You forgot to mention that in 2004 we ordered and received State Water from
Pyramid Lake in excess of 3,150 AF. In that year, we ordered & total of 7,000 AF of
Ventura County's Table A water: 1,850 for Port Hueneme Water Agency delivered at
Castaic, 3,150 AF of United's Table A water delivered at Pyramid Dam, and 2,000 AF of
the City of Ventura's Table A water to be delivered at Pyramid. Due to the reduction to
65% of requested amounts, we received only 5,250 AF of State Water last year (4,048 AF 13
from Pyramid). But the precedent has been set — we have already received water above
the 3,150 AF covered in the draft EIR. We wrote DWR a formal letter requesting that the
EIR cover the full 20,000 AF/Yr of Ventura County's entitlement. After all, Ventura
County is a State Water Contractor for 20,000 AF/Yr of Table A water, and why would it
be unreasonable for us to be able to receive water for which Ventura County residents
have paid millions of dollars? Jim Kentosh and I flew to Sacramento to meet with Tom
Glover, Dan Flory, and others at DWR to plead for including higher flows in the draft
EIR. We were told that the reason our request was not considered was that it would delay
the EIR and possibly result in take of an endangered species. That may be a very good
reason, but it not correct to say that we have made no application or request to increase
our deliveries. We have already done so and received the water!

4) From an institutional perspective, the division of responsibility between United and
DWR needs further discussion, perhaps outside the scope of this EIR. We appreciate 14
DWR including our 3,150 AF deliveries in the EIR, although we requested more. But it
seems odd that DWR feels responsible for releases of 3,150 AF/Yr of State Water, but not
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for any higher amount. According to the EIR, United must do its own EIR for any higher
flows than 3,150 AF/Yr. That differs from the approach by DWR in 2002, when DWR
staff objected to United preparing its own Negative Declaration for the Piru Creek State 14 cont.
Water Release Project. Again, Ventura County has a State water contract for 20,000
AF/Yr. Any one of the three Ventura County agencies could request their water to be
released from Pyramid. So why is DWR only responsible for 3,150 AF of the contracted
amount?

5) Also in Section 7.3, you forgot to mention the potential biological benefits of United
receiving higher amounts of Table A water in the winter. Both our toad biologist, Nancy
Sandburg, and staff of USFWS (email 6/30/04) find it possible that high flows in winter 15
can flush out invasive species, improve the pools for toad breeding, and improve the
natural habitat. As part of Pyramid Lake operations, releases are limited to 18,000 CFS,
which reduces natural peak flows that helped create the habitat of Middle Piru Creek.
High releases of United's Table A water could partially offset that artificial limit to peak
flows.

6) Also in Section 7.3, you discuss the potential for additional water received by United
to induce growth in United's service area, and you speculate about the conversion of
farmland to urban development. As discussed above and in our website, seawater
intrusion is a serious problem in United's service area. It is estimated that the overdraft of
the Oxnard Plain aquifers exceeds 20,000 AF/Yr, more than Ventura County's entire Table
A contract amount. Therefore, there is a need for additional water to meet existing 16
demands within Ventura County. As for farms, they require water to grow crops. In any
worsening water shortage, the farmers could be driven out of business, increasing pressure
to convert to urban development. Your analysis of growth issues in Ventura County is
incomplete and imbalanced, and could prejudice any real analysis done in the future.
Since CEQA discourages speculative predictions, we suggest you remove from the EIR
your comments about growth impacts of additional State water for United. '

7) Similarly, on the top of page 7-8, you imply that United's Increased State Water Project
Deliveries would displace existing housing or populations. This statement is made 17
without any explanation or analysis. Please clarify this sentence. We think you intended
to say that no analysis was done on that project so you can't rule out those effects yet.

8) In the first sentence on Page 7-6, you find the cumulative impacts due to the Increased
State Water Deliveries to United Project to be adverse and potentially significant. This
conclusion was reached based on a cursory and flawed analysis. We suggest you not 18
speculate on the importance of these impacts until a complete analysis is performed as part
of any future CEQA documentation.

9) At the bottom of Table 7-1, you state that United's Table A deliveries could be made
via Castaic Creek. That would be completely impractical. Hydrologic data collected over
many years shows that a large part of any water released from Castaic Reservoir 19
percolates into the ground in Los Angeles County and does not reach Ventura County.
Our 1978 Agreement with DWR is based on such percolation. Releasing our Table A
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water from Castaic Reservoir into Castaic Creek would benefit Newhall Land and
Farming and water agencies in Los Angeles County, but would be a waste of money for
Ventura County. It would also result in the delivery of State Water to non-contractors.
Several years ago United Water requested SWPAQO to initiate a change of point of
diversion. This has not been done.

We hope you will consider these comments in the friendly spirit in which they are intended.
We have worked closely with DWR on these and other issues for many years. Although we

have not always agreed on everything, we have worked together amicably and cooperatively.
Please feel free to call me if you have any questions or need any additional information.

Sincerely,

[ e Mt

Dana L. Wisehart
General Manager

cc:  Nancy Sandburg
Phil Drescher, District Counsel
Terry Earlewine, State Water Contractors

JK: Corresp/DWR/2005/Pyramid EIR/L-DWR-Pyr EIR 1.doc
File: DWR

19, cont.
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CALIFORNIA TROUT
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KFEPER OF THE STREAMS
Filed clectronically

January 3. 2003

Ur. Lva Begley

California Department ol Water Resources
Division of Engineering

1416 Ninth Street. Room 620

Sacramento, CA 95814

Re: The Simulation of Natural Flows in Middle Piru Creek, DEIR
Dear Dr. Begley:

Calitornia Trout Inc. ofters the tollowing comments conceining the November 2004 Calitornia
Department of Water Resources (DWR) Dralt Environmental Impact Report regarding The
Simudation of Natural Flows in Middle Piru Creek. (DEIR). The DEIR is based on the erroncous
assumption and material error to not include a federally listed species. i.e. steelhead. within its
analysis." As such. the environmental consequences of the DEIR alternatives are without the
proper suite of studics or facts from these missing studics, and thus the possible impacts ol the
proposed alternatives for DWR or the public to fully comprehend. The Calitornia Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) process is designed to "demonstrate to an apprehensive citizenry that the
ageney has. in lact. analyzed and considered the ecological implications of its action.” (14 Cal.
Code Regs. § 15003(d)). The omission ol an endangered species investigation and analysis violates
CLEQA™s most substantive provisions. which prohibits approval ol projects without adopting
leasible mitigation measures or alternatives (CEQA § 21002). CEQA requires a mandatory
linding ol signilicance for impacts on rare or endangered species. (CEQA Guideline 15065(a)).

On August 18. 1997 the Department of Commerce. National Marine Fisheries Serviee (NMES)
madc a final listing detecrmination for five Evolutionary Significant Units ol west coast steclhead
under the Endangered Species Act (ESA). (62 FR 43937-43954). The Service determined the
steelhead within Southern California’s Evolutionary Significant Unit (1:SL) - those remain
populations ol steelhead [rom the Santa Maria River (San Luis Obispo County) south to Malibu
Creck (Los Angeles County) including the Santa Clara River - are an endangered species. The full
toree ol the ndangered Specics Act with respect to the published listing went into clleet on
October 17, 1997,

" DWR maintains in its DEIR that genetic studics have demonstrated that the rainbow trout population in Middle Piru

Creck are not related 1o steelhead. but this positions relies on a mere “personal communication”™ with the a single
Department of Fish and Game staft person. No site specilic study is provided or reference in order to determine the
veracity of the reported “genetic study™ and as such is mere speculation.

20
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Dr. I'va Begley
January 5. 2004
Page Two

On December 10, 2004, the NMFES proposed critical habitat designations for two ESUs of
chinook salmon and five [SUs of anadromous steelhead (including resident rainbow trout) in
California that are listed under the Iindangered Species Act. This proposed rule now includes the
middle Piru Creek. This occurred after DWR produced its DEIR.

Be advised the NMI'S’s proposed critical habitat designation has materially and substantively
changed the baseline conditions for vour ageney’s DEIR. This requires the Department of Water
Resourees o suspend certitication of your document until, at a minimum. the NMFS produces a
final critical habitat rule. Specifically, the DWR's assumption concerning project non-impact on a
federally listed specices. i.e. steelhead. has not been address within the DEIR. In deed. the DEIR
glosses over project impacts on now proposed critical habitat tor steelhead. and is fraught with
assumptions that are without adequate technical underpinnings.

Middle Piru Creek Now Proposcd as Steelhead Critical [Habitat

On December 10. 2004 the NMIFS published a proposed new critical habitat rule which includes
the Middle Piru Creek from Pyvramid Dam downstream to Santa Felecia Reservoir. (see Fed.
Reg. Vol. 69. No. 237).

“The Team also concluded that inaceessible reaches of Piru Creek and its
tributarics above Santa Felicia Dam may be essential to the conservation of this
ESUL The Team reached this conclusion because historical records indicate that
the inaccessible habitat reaches above Santa IFelicia Dam provided the principal
spawning and rearing habitat for a historically large anadromous O. mykiss
population within the Santa Clara River watershed prior to construction of the
dam. In addition. most ol these unoccupied river reaches are located on lands
under public ownership and management. primarily the Los Padres National
Forest. Because of the large size of the Santa Clara River watershed. it is likely to
have historically supported one or more independent populations prior to dam
construction which contributed to the resiliency of the 1ESU and served as a butler
against its extinetion. 1'he currently occupied habitat arcas within the range ot the
SC O.mykiss ESU are relatively small in number and size. and in many cases are
isolated from other occupied habitats, thus the re-establishment of larger
populations such as the one that historically occurred in the Santa Clara River
walershed may be necessary to reduce the extinetion probability of this 1ESU. We
seek comment on whether unoccupied areas above Santa Felicia Dam should be
proposed as eritical habitat.™ (see Fed. Reg. Vol. 69. No. 237, page 71899).

Steelhead Habitat Needs in Middle Piru Creek

22
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In its December 10, 2004 proposed critical habitat rule. the NMES described the habitat needs
tor steelhead. Steelhead have a complex fife evele which gives rise to complex habitat needs.
particularly during the freshwater phase (see review by Spence et al.. 1996). Spawning gravels.
which are not blocked by Pyramid Dam from natural recruitment. must be of a certain sivze and
free of sediment to allow successful incubation of the eggs. Eggs also require cool. clean. and
well-oxygenated waters for proper development. Juveniles need abundant food sources.
including insccts. crustaceans. and other small fish. which will require adequate vear round
instream tlows to be sustained. They also need places to seek refuge from periodic high fTows
(side channels and ofT channel arcas). such as those proposed by DWR within its DEIR.
Steelhead. during all of its freshwater life evele require cool water with particular emphasis to
avoid warm summer water temperatures, (see Fed. Reg. Vol, 69, No, 237, page 71886).

DWR’s Failure to Consult with the NMI'S

As referenced above, it has been readily known since August 17, 1997 that steelhead within the
Santa Clara River watershed have been become a Tederally listed spices. DWR has prepared a list
of’agencies. oreanizations. and persons who were consulted during the preparations ol the DEIR
(see DEIR page 9-1 and 9-2). According to the DEIR, DWR has not consulted with the federal
agency responsible for the management of steethead as a listed species. i.c. the NMI'S, This
material fact is a serious error and omission of both CEQA. as well as the federal ESA.

DWR tvdrologic Simulation

DWR =5 hydrologic simulation. as illustrated by Iigure 3.2-1.is in crvor as its period of
examination is too short to aceurately predict unimpaired flows. i.c. @ mere six years
covering 1996 o 2002, For example. Figure 3.2-1 indicated mean inflow to Pyramid
Lake during January is below 40 ¢fs. and for March below 140 efs. The USGS gauge
information lor Gauge #11109375 plus Gauge #1 1109395 covering the period 1976 to
2003 determinces these flows average above 70 cfs for January and above 170 cfs for
March. These Tows do no include additional stecamflow which may occur due to
precipitation on the surface of Pyramid Lake. Other errors likely existin part due to the
limited period of DWR's hydrologic analysis.

We recommend the analysis be redone using the longest period of record available from
the USGS and to separate this analysis into dry. normal. and wet water vears types to
enhance the comprehensive understanding ol the CEQA document. Morcover. this
information should be presented both in a tabular and graphic forms to clarily with great
but nccessary preeision hydrologic findings.

Proposed Project Will Violate State and Federal Water Quality Statute
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Dr. L:va Begley
January 5. 2004
Page four

Consistent with the requires ol both the State of California’s Porter-Cologne Anti
Degradation Act. as well as the federal Clean Water Act. waler quality beneficial uses for
the middle Piru Creck have been established which are to be collectively protected and
sustained on a continuous basis. The Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board
has. within its Basin Plan. made a finding of fact that ~“coldwater habitat™ is one of the
benelicial uses for middle Piru Creck. The State Water Resources Control Board has
defined coldwater habitat as a narrative standard where water temperatures shall not

0y
exceed 6871,

The Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) is required to either obtain or a
waiver from the State ol California in regards (o a Clean Water Act 401 Certificate. As
DWR praject proposes to reduce instream flows which will induce water temperatures
above the coldwater habitat standard of 68" . a violation of law may occur. At a
minimum the DEIR must acknowledge this material finding of fact. while simultancously
advising FERC ol their potential liability. and require DWR to seck an amendment to its
IFIERC license including obtaining a new 401 Certificate.

FFormal Consultation May be Reguired

Under ESA section 7(a)(2). the FERC must assure that its licensing action. as well as under its
ongoing regulatory stewardship. projects such as DWR™s Pyramid project. is not likely to
icopardize the continued existence of any endangered or threatened species or result in the
destruction or adverse modification of critical habitat of such species. Critical habitat is
designated as neeessary for the species” conservation and recovery. See ESA seetion 3(5)(A): see
also Gifford Pinchot Task Force v. USIFWS, 378 I°'.3d 1059 (Yth Cir. 2004).

Under 50 CFR § 402.14(a). formal consultation is required for any lederal action that “may
alfeet...critical habitat.™ unless the lead agencey publishes a Biological Assessment (BA) or
preliminary Biological Opinion (BO) that determines. with the I'WS™ concurrence. that the action
will not adversely atfect such habitat (id.. (b)).1

To the best of our knowledge no formal consultation has been initiated by FEERC or
DWR. yet the DEIR establishes the need such action. A failure o initiate formal
consultation would expose FERC to the potential expose to “taking™ liabilitics under the
LESA.

Conclusion

California Trout submits that DWR should not proceed with altering, the current operational
scheme of providing a minimum ol 25 ¢fs until such time as the new NMFE'S information. as well
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Dr. Liva Begley
January 5. 2004
Page Five

as numerous and substitutive errors and serious omissions we point out have been lully
rectilied. Amongst these serious errors and omissions are:

1. The omission ol an endangered specics investigation and analysis which
violates CEQA™s most substantive provisions. which prohibits approval of
projects without adopting feasible mitigation measures or alternatives (CEQA
sec. 21002).

24 The omission of CEQA Guideline 15065(a) requiring a mandatory [inding of
signilicance for impacts on rarc or endangered specics.

3. New information concerning a published proposed federal critical habitat
designation lor steethead and middle Piru Creek which undermines the basic
assumption the DEIR was built upon.

4. Exposing ageney and personal liabilities to FERC for takings under the
federal Endangered Specics Act.

8 [ncomplete hydrologic analysis leading to errors of fact.

0. Possible violations ol both state and federal water quahty laws.

Z. Drawing conclusions about rainbow trout genetics in an arbitrary and
capricious manner by relyving on unsubstantiated information.

8. Fatlure to consult with the NMFES concerning a project which may have

steelhead implications.

We apprectate the opportunity to provide vou with these comments. Kindly keep us
informed ol vour timely future actions on this activity.

Sincerely.

California Trout. Inc.

#_,\M\.g;lu«mal&w_

JTim Lidmondson

Southern California Manager
5436 Westview Court
Westlake Village. CA 91362
(818) 865-2888

29, cont.
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Comment Letter #7

JOE RICHEY - PRESENTATION NOTES

ENVIORNMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

The Simulation of Natural Flows in Middle Piru Creek

1. For the last 15 years | have become intimately familiar with Piru Creek and the canyon between Lake
Pyramid and Lake Piru . Fly Fishing, hiking, camping, observing nature in one of the most beautiful
canyons in Southern California. I'm very cognizant of the delicate balance of nature we have in this canyon
but 1’'m not an environmental activist, I'm an active environmentalist. The incredible advantage we have
because of the dam at Lake Pyramid is unparalleled. Piru Creek, with year-around releases from the lake,
has Southern California’s most stable trout habitat.

2. Nine years ago | purchased the Whitaker Ranch and built a small cabin for recreational use. | also lease
the property known as Kesters Camp. My property consists of 112 acres and the leased property contains
160 acres connected to my ranch at the northwest corner. An additional 80 acres known as the pot hole
approximately 2 ¥ miles west of my ranch are included in the lease.

3. My property is located in the EIR on pages 3-56 and 3-58 and is labeled the Whitaker Ranch Site. As you
can see the proposed project falls within better than 20% of our land.

A. | was never notified of this proposal. No agency, organization or person called, wrote
or tried to notify me. .

4. Page 3-75, paragraph 3.3.1 states -

A pedestrian survey of the proposed project area was conducted in the spring of 2004. This survey included
visual inspection of the creek corridor and the various small drainages feeding the creck. The proposed
project area was surveyed from the creek bed to an elevation of 1250 feet above mean sea level ar the
northern end of Piru Lake -

31

A. The cabin on the leased property is located at approximately 1200 feet in elevation, I 32

Again, no contact from any source was made.

5. Page 3-84, paragraph 3.3.4 describes the topography of my ranch and clearly states that -

no physical evidence of the road from Blue Point Campground to my ranch or my lease was identified I 33

during the survey. As you can clearly see on the 2003 satellite photograph of my ranch, the roads are highly
visible. To enter the ranch one must cross the stream at two very distinct locations. The EIR goes on to state
- There is the potential for previously unidentified components of Whitaker Ranch located adjacent to the
property to be uncovered due to increased flows and erosion. Additionally, the potential of uncovering
these resources is what would be anticipated to occur under pre-dam conditions. In 1969, under pre-dam
conditions a house located less than 500 yards south of my cabin was washed away by high water erosion. -
The EIR goes on to state - Although the rate of the uncovering of these resources due to the increased rate
of erosion associated with the proposed project may occur, this rate change would not be considered a
potentially significant adverse impact in itself. 1 beg to differ with that opinion. We constantly maintain the
road and the stream crossings. | have applied for and have been granted a Stream Bed Alteration
Agreement # R5-2001-0105, with automatic extensions for ten years. The high flows proposed in the
project will obviously destroy my road. The cost of rebuilding the road will be in the $5,000 to $6,000
range because of the equipment required. With the dam in place, only a storm of the 1998 El Nino
proportion would cause this kind of destruction. Approval of this EIR would be unconscionable from that

prospective alone.
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WILD TROUT ISSUES

1. Page 3-64 of the EIR states -

Under the proposed project Pyramid Dam would be operated to simulate a natural flow regime
downsiream of Pyramid Lake to the extent operationally feasible and consistent with safety requirements.--
-~ Winter high flows below 18,000 cfs would not be atienuated unless there are safety concerns and
summer releases from Pyramid Dam would not be augmented by release of additional water from the
reservoir. ——-- Under the proposed project, there may be summer periods of no flow at Blue Point
Campground in approximately one third of the years.

One does not have to be a wild trout biologist to know that when the insect population dies from lack of
water , the return of water in the winter will not sustain a wild fish population even if they return trom the
lake or come down from upstream. Much was written about trout fishermen and their catch and release
program at Frenchman'’s Flat but no surveys were taken at the south end of the stream above Lake Piru. This
section of the stream holds large populations of cadis flies, two or more varieties of may fly’s and many
other insects that wild trout feed upon. Significant populations of wild trout inhabit this section of the
stream. Fish from 6” to 12" are frequently caught and released in this area. From Ellis Apiary up stream
through the gorge, many 14 and above fish reside. Without question, Piru Creek is the finest tail water
fishery in Southern California. Every May, | observe wild trout spawning in Piru Creek. Not just a few fish
but dozens of pairs of spawning trout can be seen.

To go forward with this proposal under the guise of protection of the arroyo toad is simply put, a fraud.
Professor Sam Sweet from the University of California at Santa Barbara has stated many times that “flows
as high as 90 cfs will support the requirements of the arroyo toad and the rainbow trout™. The problem is not
the flows but the erratic changes to the flows that cause distress to the toad as well as the fish. I have tracked
stream flows as well as water temperatures at many locations along Piru Creek from the base of Lake
Pyramid to Blue Point Campground. It may surprise you to know that on August 1, 2000 the water
temperature at the base of the dam was 68 degrees and at a site on my ranch, close to 15 miles south, the
temperature ranged from 70 degrees at 6:00 AM to 79 degrees at 6:00 PM. The arroyo toad as well as most
other aquatic forms of life adapt to their environment. What they can’t adapt to are wild fluctuation of water
flow. On May 22 of 1991 the flow at the sensor above Lake Piru was 113 cubic feet per second and on May
28 it was cut to 49 cubic feet per second. From June through July 2 the flow averaged 50 cubic feet per
second. Then from July 5 to July 10 the flow was cut from 55 cubic feet per second to 20 cubic feet per
second. This kind of flow change will wipe out the eggs of the arroyo toad as well as the eggs of the wild
trout. This is what we should be addressing at this meeting.

With all due respect, this EIR is more about a group of state agencies that can’t or won’t come to agreement
on water distribution. The State Water Resource Board, and the Administrations of Lake Pyramid and Lake
Piru have been feuding for years over how much water to release and when to release it. We must all think
long and hard before we attempt to destroy the unmatched beauty and prolific wildlife that depend upon
Piru Creek for their existence.
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Comment Letter #8

& %
£ W |3 UNITERD STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
b s | National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
B, P F | NATIONAL MARINE FISHERIES SERVISE
Southwest Region

501 West Ocean Boulevard, Suite 4200
Long Beach, California 90802- 4213

AN 11 2005
1514228 WR20CSPR20203: APS

Eva Begley

Depariment of Water Resources
1416 Ninth Street, Room 620
Sacramento, California 95814

Dear Ms. Begley:

The National Marine Fisheries Service (NOAA Fisheries) has reviewed the Department of Water
Resources’ (DWR) Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR, [November 2004]), which
describes the proposed simulation of natural flows in the middle reaches of Pimn Creel, between
the DWR’s Pyramid Reservoir and the United Water Conservation District’s Pirn Reservoir, a
tributary to the Santa Clara River.

The Santa Clara River watershed is one of the principle watersheds rem aining in Southern
Califomia which continues to support populations of the Southern Celifornia Evolotionarily
Significant Unit of endangered steelhead trout (Oncorfpnehus mykiss). The Piru Creek drainage
comprises approximately one-third of the Santa Clara River watershed, and historically
contained intporlant steelhezd spawning and rearing habitat accessible to steelhead entering the
Santa Clara River system, The Piru Creek watershed continues to retain suitable stoelhead
spawning and rearing hebitat in its middle reaches and upper reaches (though it is currently
inaccessible due to the presence of impoundments withoul fish passage capabilitics).
Additionally, the Piru Creel drainage continues (o contribute important flows through the lower
reaches of the Santa Clara River (below the confluence of Piru Creek and Santa Clara River)
which are necessary for steelhead to access olher spawning and rearing tributaries such as Santa
Paula Creek, Hopper Crock, Sespe Creek, and lower Piru Creek, within the Santa Clara River
gysto.

Given the interrelated and interdependent neture of water mansgement facilities in the Pirn
Creel/Santa Clara River watershed, and the presence of the Southsm California Bvolulionarily
Significant Unit of endangered steelhead tront (Oncorfiynchus m pkiss) within ihe Santa Clara
River watershed, the action proposed by DWR presents issues pertinent to the protection and
recovery of the federally endangered southern California steellead trout which have not been
adequately addressed in ths Draft EIR.
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The proposal to change the Pyramid Reservoir cperations to mors closely simulate the natural
variability of stream flows within the middle reaches of Piru Creek, while intended primarily 1o
restore habilat conditions for the federally endangered Arroye toad (Bufo californicus), is
generally compatible with and complimentary to NOAA Fisheries on-going efforts to recover the
historic sieclhead populations in the Piru/Santa Clara River drainages. (See enclosed letter from
NOAA Fisheries to United Water Conservalion District regarding relicensing of the Santa Felicia
Hydroelectric project, dated December 22, 2004.) However, as indicated in the enclosed specific
comments, the Draft EIR should be modified to provide clarification of the proposed operations,
more specific monitoring and adaptive management provisions, and consideration of some
additional operational changes to specilically address steelhead protection and recovery issues.
Finally, the Final EIR should be modified to more accurately reflect the stztus of the historic and
currenit steelhead/rainbow trout populations within the Piru Creek drainage.

NOAA Fisheries appreciates the oppartunity to comment on the proposed action and looks
forward to conlinued collaboration: with DWR on this important recovery effort in the Piru Creek
drainage. Please contact Mark Capelli at {805) 963-6478 if you have any questions concerning

the comments or if you require additional information. i

Sincerely,

&6"‘?’? L7 %m/

Rodney R. McInnis:
Regional Administrator

Enclosures

cc: Magalie R. Salas, 17.8. Federal Energy Regulalory Commission
Gleria Brown, U.S. Forest Service, Los Padres Mational Forest
Ixiane Noda, U.8. Fish and Wildlife Service '
Larry Weelt, California Department of Fish and Game
Jim Canaday, California State Water Resources Contral Board



Comments on Draft Environmental Impact Report for Simulation quururarl Fl:m-fs ih Pifu .

1.

Creek

Introduction
121 Lead Agency and Other Agency Reviews and Approval

This section should address issues releted to the Endangered Species Act (ESA) and the -
federally endangered steelhiead trout that occurs in.the Piru Creek and Santa Clara River
drainages downstream of Pyramid Reserveir. Section 7{a)(1) of the ESA provides that
Federal agencies shall utilize their authorities lo further the purposes of the ESA by carrying
oul programs for the conservation of listed endangered and threatensd species.
Implementation of the proposed action would require the Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission (FERC) to amend the existing license for this facility, end thus FERC has a
respensibility to consider whether there are any potential effects of this project on sieelhead,
as well as any opportanities for conservation of steelhead that are associated with the project.
See additional comments below.

2. Project Description

2.3 Proposed Project The project description in this section should contain additional
specificity regarding (he proposed water releases to reflect natural fluctuations of stream flow
above Pyramid Reservair. The more detailed operational parameters contained in the Section’
3.2.4. Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures (Hydrology) should be included in
this section of the EIR 1o provide clearer picture of what is being proposed.

The proposed operational releases are pased upon stream flaw gauges which provide only
mean daily flow readings. Given the extremely [ashy nature of Piru Creek {and other
southern California rivers and sireams), storm peaks may (usuzlly) Jast only a few hours, and
1he mean daily averages can vary greaily from the actual peak. Basing flow releases on the
preseni gauging system would result in artificially lowered peak flows, and thus atignuate
some of the fluvial geomorphic processes which the project is intended to restore. While
mean daily flow measurements are ofien adequate for water supply management purposes,
they are not adsquate 10 record sharl-term natural flow fluctations which are imporiant for
biological and relaled natural fluvial peomorphic processes. For the purposes of
implementing he project objectives, D'WR should install real-time ganges to provide a more
accurate recard of short-term peak storm events, and use these for future operations.

1.2.2

The project description does not provide sufficient specificity regarding the management of
{he State Water Deliveries to Pirn Reserveir. (See additional comments helow)
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3. Environmental Analysis of the Proposed Project
3.1.1. Introduction h

In addition to the impacts on Arroyo tead, the introduction should explicitly reflect the
impacts of the construction of Pyramid Reservoir on the native steclhead tront
{Oncorhynchus mykiss) of the Pim Creek drainage and Santa Clara River, including
residualized populations which currently exhibit ad fluvial life-cycles. In addition to the -
lterations of natural fluvial processes, these impacts include introduction of non-native
aquatic species through the {ransmission of State Project water and an increase in the habitat

suilahle for the proliferation of nen-native aguatic species which compate with and prey upen

these native fishes. (See additicnal comments below)
3.1.2. Environmental Setling
Fish '

The Draft EIR indicates that prior to canstruction ef the waler diversion on the Santa Clara
River and Sauta Felicia Dam, middle Pira Creek “may have snpported a winter run of
steelhead.” The Draft BIR also indicates a that survey conducted by the California

Department of Fish and Ganie in 1987 did not detect the presence of native fish in the middle '

reaches of Pirn Creek (emphasis added}. These statements are inaccurate and do not reflect
{he most current information, ‘

Prior to the initiation of the Vemn Freeman Diversion on the Santa Clara River, the Santa
Clara River system supporled an anmual ran of anadromous steelhead estimated at 9,000
adult fish per year. These adulis ascended all the major tributaries of the Santa Clara River
sysiens, including Piru Creek, where their principal spawning and rearing tributaries are
located (NOAA Fisheries, 1996, 2003, 2005, Moore 1980, Bryant 2004). Pirn Creek
{excluding the tributaries) contains approximately 25 miles of prime steethead spawning and
rearing habitat, which constituled approximately 28% of the total historical habitat in the
Sania Clara River system (Moore 1980). Within the middie reaches of Piru Creek (between
Pyramid Reservoir and Pirn Reservoir) there are an additional .50 miles of tributaries (e.g.,
Tich Creek, Aqua Blanca Creek), at Jeast Thalf of which histarically provided addidonal
seasonal steelhead spawning and rearing habilal. :

With the completion of Piru Reserveir (c. 1955) and Pyramid Reservoir (c 1972} access 1o
Fir: Creck and its tributaries above the reservoirs was climinaled, but the progeny of sea-run
fish Lave continued tc persisi as resiéualized populations, particularly in the tributaries which
have been less affected lyy impacis related ta ihe construction of the two reservoirs, such as
{he spread of non-native aguatic predators {e.g., bul]-frogs, sunfish, and bullhead catfish).
The native rainbow trout {O. arykiss) in the tributaries are known 1o cxhibit an ad fluvial life-
history pattern (i.e., juveniles rear in the tributaries, emigrate to (he reservoirs serving as a
substizute oeean, with the adults maturing in the reservoirs before refurning to the tributaries
to spawn, [Sweet 2005; U.S. Forest Sarvice 19594]). Recent genetic work done on the trout
papulations of the Santa Clara River walershed (ineluding the upper and middle reaches of
Piru Creek) by the NOAA Fisheries Southwest Region Science Cenler indicate that the
naive rainbow trout in the middle reaches of Piru Creek are closely related to other rout
populations in the Santa Clara River with access 1o the ocean, and are net related to the
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. populations of rout which are reared in the California Department of Fish and Game's
hatchery in Fillmaore (Gerza 2005). (See additional comments belaw.)

Trout Fishery

The Draft IR indicates that it is “unclear” whether the polential for anadromous behavior is
a genetic adaptation or an opportunistic behavier, but then asseris that any stock of rainbow
trowl is capable of migrating or at least adapting to ssawater if the proper opportunity exists.
The Draft FIR also reports that genetic studies of rainbow trout conducted in middle reaches
of Pirt Creek indicate that the existing populations of rainbow trout are not related to native
steellizad, but to haichery reared fish, and concludes that there is therefore no anadromous
form of steelhead in middle reaches of Piru Creek.

These stalements are inaccurate, and taken together are contradictory. Ifit is true that any
slock of rainbow is capable of migrating and adapting to seawater, and the hatchery fish in
middle Piru Creek are rainbow trout {regaréless of whether related to native steelhead), it
does 1ot Tollow logically that there are no anadromous forms of rainbow troul presert iri'the
middle reaches of Pira Creek. However, hoth of the states are inaccurate. Anadromy is
exhibited in varying degrees between different species of salmonids! as well as in different
populations of the same spscies. In some species anadromy is mandatory forthe campletion
of the fishes life-cycle (e.g., the five species of Pacific Salmon are cbligate anadromous),
while other species vary in their anadromous behavier, with Atlantic Salmon and Sieelhead
strongly but not mandatorily anadromous, and Cutiliroat roul and Aretic char more weakly
anadromous. Steelhead exhibil & particularly plastic life-history, with individuval populations
containing individvals which exhibit strong, weak, or no anadromots behavioral traits.
Populations which have been cut-off fram access io the acean, either by natural or
anthropogenic conditions, have continued to produce progeny which exhibit anadromous
behavior; the relatively large number of young steelhead (smolts) which continued 1o
emigrate out of the Sespe Creek drainage efter adult fish passape was hlocked is one local
example of such hehavior. .

As noted above, a geneties study of O. mykiss found sbove and below major barriers within
Central and Southern California indicates that gamples of rainbow troul collected in the
middle reaches of Pirn Creek (near Frenchman's Flat) are more closely relatedto samples of
trout from the upper reaches of the drainage (upstream cf Pyramid Dam} and the lower
reaches of the Santa Clara River drainage (below Senia Felicia Dam), than to the hatchery
rzinbow trout (from Fillmore State Hatchery) planied in Piru Creek.- These samples were
callected in late summer and fall of 2003 (afier stocking hatchery trout slops at Frenchman's
Tlat and most stocked fished have been either been caught, preyed upon, died from disease or
clevaled water temperalures, or otherwise remeved from the system), and included mostly
juvenile fish, most likely representing naturally reproduced indiv iduals. The preliminary
results of ris study indicate that the leve] of introgression between thie planted and the native
O. mykiss reporied in the EIR is overestimaled {Garza 2005).

40, cont.
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Sensitive Wildlife '
Table 3.1.-2 Known or Poientially Occurring Sensitive Wildlife in Middle Piru Creek

This table does not include residualized O, mykiss residing either in the main stem of the middle
reaches of Piru Creek or its tribularies. This species should be added to the table, and discussed
in the text, per the above comments.

Fish

Sensitive Species

See comment above.

3.1.3. Applicable Regulalions and Significance Criteria
3.1.3. Applicable Regulations and Significance Criteria

This section should address issues related to the Endangered Species Act (ESA) and the federally
endangered steelhead trout that occurs in the Piru Creek and Santa Clara River drainages
downstream of Pyrapiid Reservoir. Section 7(a)(1} of the ESA provides that Federal agencics
shall utilize their authorities o further the purposes of the ESA by carrying out programs for the
conservation of listed endangered and 1hreatened species. Implementation of the proposed action
would require the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) to amend the existing license
for this facility, and thus FERC has a responsibility to eonsider whether there arc any potential

effects of this project on sieelhead, as well as any oppoertunities for conservation of steelhead that

are associated with the project. See additional comments below.

3.1.4. Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures Impact B-1 Loss or Dmﬁage to
Non-Sensitive Plants and Wildlife

The discussion of rainbow treut (0. mykiss) dees not refléet that presence of native rainhow trout
which ate residuzlized populations of historic (pre-dam construction) anadromous southern

_Culifornia steelhead, in the mainstem and in the tributaries to the middie reaches af Piru Creek.
While the proposed project would have over-all beneficial affect on these populations
{principally by restoring natural migration flow opportunities, reducing hon-native aquatic
predators, and restoring natural fluvial geomorphic processes which serve to creale and
perpetuate natural habitat cenditions), the discussion should be modified to reflect the comments
above regarding the historic and current status of O. mykiss in the Piru Creek drainage and their
relationship ta native anadromous steelhead elsewlere in the Santa Clara River watershed. In
particular, the reference to the intropression of netive 0. mykiss with hatchery reared fish should
be corrected and up-dated. :

The Drafi EIR identifies rwo scenarjos for delivering State Project water to the United Water
Comservation District’ Piru Reserveir between November] and February 28 each year:
mimicking natural storm, hydrographs, or spreading the flows out over several months. To
maximize the benefits of the propese management of natural flows, the delivery of State Project
Water should be managed similarly, or consistent with the management of the natural inflows to
Pyramid Reservoir. '

Also, the issus of the transmission of non-native aquatic species which prey upon native fishes
and amphibian was not addressed in the Draft ETR. This issuc should be explicitly addressed,
and measures identified for monitoring the wansmission of such non-native species, and
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controlling or eliminating them from the Piru Creek drainage. Among the control options that

should be considered are seasona! eradication in drying pools, sterilization of captured

individuals, screening of controlled outlet works, 2nd public education aimed at increasing the 44, cont.
awareness of the problems created by releasing non-native species into the drainage, including '
the Pyramid Reservoir.

Impact B-4: Loss of or Damage to Sensitive Fauna

See camment above under Non-Sensitive Plants and Wildlife.
3.2 Waler Resources

3.2.2 Environmenial Setting

Hydrology

The Drafl EIR provides historic data on low {lows (as low as lcfs). USGS gauges, particularly
those which have been designed and equipped to pravide mean daily flow data, are often not
suitable to provide accurate stream flow informaticn for sach flows, and ofien under-report
extremely low flows, or fluctuations such as divmal changes which are common in small
‘southem California streams. The DWR should verify the low flow patlerns in upper Piru Creek
through the nstallation of rsal-time records, or the periodic field checking of the existing ganges’
to ensure thal the proposed simulated fows accurately reflect the lower flow portions of the 45
hydrograph. '

Fipures 3.1-6 through 3.2-.6 The USGS pange number(s) should be indicated on these figures so
that is it clear from which pauges(s) the displayed data is derived.

Figure 3.2-6 This figure is the cnly graph which displays the historic range of flows hefore and
afier the construction of Pyramid Reservoir. However, the data is only monthly averages; it
would he more useful if at Jeast (he daily mean flow was presented in this fermat to give a better
sense cf the timing, frequency, and duration of pre and post reservoir construction storm peaks.

Tables 3.2-1 through 3.2-4. Much of this data would be more readily understandable if it was
presented graphically, rather than as columns of numbers,

3.2.4 Environmential Impacts and Mitigation Measures
Hydrology
See comment above under Project Description

The role of sub-surface flow in maintaining pools in the summer in the middle reach is not
explicitly considered in the analysis. Like many southern Califormia streams, Pira Creek exhibits
an interrupted fiow (i.e., alternately on and below the surface during any part of the year), not
strictly an intermittent flow regime, and the 1ack of some low flow releases oul of Pyramid 46
during the summer could eliminate/reduce shallow groundwater flow which would result in the
drying/lowering of pools which would not other wise occur. DWR should moniter the role of
shallew groundwater in the upper reaches of Piru Creek (as wel! as evaluate the geologic
formations in the Pyramid Reservoir site and middle reaches) 1o determine what, if any, role
groundwater may play in sustaining water elevalions in pools during the:summer and [all
months, Regulated water releases from Pysamid should take inlo account any such

cantributions, particularly releases during naturally low {low summer and fall months.

w



" Sediment Transport

The Draft EIR acknowledges that the construction and operation of Pyramid Reservoir has
significantly interrupted {he natural Tlow of sediments, particularly bed-load and larger material,
and that as a result long-term degradation of the stream channel would oceur, thus attenuating
some of the benefits 1o listed species such as ihe Arroya load. The conclusion that because
chammel degradation is an on-going process under the without —project condition, ihe impacts
should be considered adverse bul not significant, does not appear 10 be warranted under the
requirements of the California Environment Quality Act to consider cumulative, as well as
project specific impacts of a proposed action. Itis also inconsistent with the identified benefits
af the project. The Final EIR should inciude deteiled monitoring of this long-term projected
impact, which provides for adaptive management o this aspect of the project to assure the
maintenance of benefits to Arrayo toad, and other native aguatic species which are dependent
upon an adegnate sediment supply. ’

3.3.4 Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures
3.4, Recreation ‘ Rl
Impact R-3: Altered Recreational Opportunities and Anglers

NOAA Fisheries recognizes the importence of Freshwater recreational fisheries in southern
California, and the imporlance of aintaining fHsheries such as that provided in the middle
reaches of Piru Creele. Stocking of hatchery reared fish inlo waters where populations of con-

specific native fishes exist {whether resident 6 migratery) can have a number of adverse affects

on the native fish populations, including introducing wnnatural 1evel of competition for food or
5pace, imtraduction of disease, and patentially ntrogression (National Research Council 1996).
Where such conflicts belween sustaining a recreational fishery and protecting or restoring native
fishes exists, efforts should be made to reduce or eliminate the conflicts. This can be
accomplished gwough a number of means, including angling restrictions and siocking practices.
In the past the Department of Fish and Game has limiled angling io a caich and release fishery in
the upper portion of the middle reaches af Piru Creek. Sucha management strategy has served
1o protect a small population of native rainbow trout (which rhay also mclude residualized
progeny of anadromous steelhead), while continuing to allow a harveslable fishery,
supplemented by hatchery stocking, further downstrearm. An additional strategy that should be
considered 1o further reduce impacts 10 native rzinbow trout and residualized steelhead in the
Pirn Creek drainage is the stocking of triploid fish which are unable 1o successiully interbreed
with the native fishes. (See comments above regarding recent genetics investigations of Piru
Creek O. mykiss.).

4, Enviropmental Analysis of Project Alternatives

In general, the Drafi EIR does not adequately characterize ‘the interrelated and mierdependence
nature of water management within the Santa Clara River watershed, nor consider the
environmental conseguences of the proposed action in this broader context. The United Water
Conservation Distriet (UWCD) depends on water releases from Pyramid Dam, and as indicated
in the Drafl EIR, waler releases from Pyramid Dam depend on water-surface elevation n Pirs
Lake. This interrelationship requires consideration of a comprehensive means of managing
water and sireamflows that transcends the proposed action. The Final EIR must consider the
environmental consequences of the proposed action in light of the link among waler users,

Ve
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surveyors, and native aqualic organisms within the Pira Creek drainage and the larger watershed
»f which it is a part.

The scope of the affecied area identified in the Draft EIR is not adequate to deal with the
interrelated and interdependent nature of the proposed project. The affected area should include
at & minimum: Piru Creek from +he base of Santa Felica Dam downstream 10 {he confluence with
the Santa Clara River, and lhe Qanta Clara River from the confluence with Pirn Creek to the
confluence with the ocean. The patiem and magnitude of streamflow in the mainstem of the
Santa Clara River has substantial consequences for tributary-specific populations of steelhead
such as Pirn Creek. Thesem ainstem flows in turn are strongly affecied by the management of
trilmtary flows such as Piru Creek. Winter flows attract sieclhead out and allow migration into
mainstem habitats, and subsequently iributaries {e.2., Sespe, Santa Paula; Hopper, Piru Creeks)
for spawning; high flows during spring allow juvenilc steelhead to emigrate to gversummering
lhabitat and the ocean. If the timing, frequency, magnituée or duration of streamflow relcases
from Pyramid Dam and (or) Sania Felica Dam are not comimensurate with the life history
requirements of steclhead, adults may not be able 1o enter mainstern habitats or home tributary
sircams, Although the project focation :c remaved from downstream habitats, the environmental
consequences of the proposed action can be sxpecied 10 extend downstream. (See enclosed letter
fom NOAA Fisherjes to Uniled Water Censervation District regarding relicensing of the Santa
Felicia Hydroelectric project, dated December 22, 2004.) . .

The Drefi EIR dces not consider the consequences of the proposed action for populations of O.
yykiss that may in the firture serve a role in the recevery of endangered steelhead trout.
Recovery prescriptions that arise from NOAA Figherizs’ cuTent recovary planning efforts may
1ake advaniage of the ceological value provided by contemporary populations that are presently
within and beyond the prescnt locations of Pyramid and Pirn lakes. Thus, the interrelationship
between Lhe patiern and magnitude of streamflow within the action area, 2s well as the
persistence of pools during summer, and abundance and distributien of G, mrykiss in the middle
reaches of Pira Creek should form part of {lie environmental analysis.

Finally, the Final EIR should propose 2 mechanism 10 manage NUMErQUs uncertaintics related to
{he implementation of the proposed action. To sddress these uncertainties, the Final EIR should:
(1) identify a process for measuring and detecting effects, including spatial and temporal changes
in habitat quality and quantity, (2} include an outline of a compensatory mitigation program that
will be implemented 1o cffset effects, and (3) define e protocol that will track performance af the
avaidance and compensmmy—mitigaﬁon program, respond 10 new information or changing
conditions, and detect and reconcile deficiencies or problems in a timely manner.
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APPENDIX A. RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

The proposed project’s Draft Environmental Impact Report (Draft EIR) was circulated for public and
agency review from November 8, 2004 through January 7, 2005. During the review period written
comments could be submitted in the form of a letter, facsimile (fax) or electronically (e-mail). The
project was additionally discussed in a public meeting on December 16, 2004 at the City Council
Chambers in the City of Santa Clarita, California. During the meeting the public and agency
representatives were provided with the opportunity to comment on the Draft EIR.

During the Draft EIR’s public and agency review period, written comments were received from eight
parties. Table A-1 provides a listing of the commenting parties. During the proposed project’s public
meeting on the Draft EIR comments and questions were raised by two members of the public and the
U.S. Forest Service, Angeles National Forest. One public party provided written comments during his
presentation, and these comments are included in this Appendix and noted in Table A-1. Questions
raised by the U.S. Forest Service focused on public notification of the proposed project’s California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) process; these questions were addressed at the meeting. Questions
raised by the second public participant primarily focused on the presence of bullfrogs in middle Piru
Creek, public noticing and distribution of the Draft EIR, and increased flood risks. These questions and
comments were addressed at the meeting as well. A copy of the transcript of the December 16™ meeting
is provided at the end of this Appendix.

Comment letters received on the Draft EIR are presented in the first section of this Appendix. Specific
comments of each letter are indicated numerically in the right-hand margin of the letters. Responses to
these comments are contained in the second section of this Appendix. The responses cross-reference the
corresponding comment numbers of each letter.

Table A-1. Written Comments on the Draft EIR

Commenter Comment Number(s)
California Department of Health Services
Southern California Drinking Filed Operations Branch, Los Angeles Region 1
California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Region 2-4
California Department of Fish and Game
South Coast Region 5-8
Ventura County Public Works Agency, Watershed Protection District 9
United Water Conservation District 10-19
California Trout 20-30
Mr. Joe Richey 31-36
United States Department of Commerce, National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
National Marines Fisheries Service 37-50
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Appendix A. Responses to Comments

California Department of Health Services
Southern California Drinking Water Filed Operations Branch, Los Angeles Region
November 14, 2004

1. In response to this comment, the California Department of Water Resources (CDWR) notified
the CDWR’s operators of the Vista del Lago Visitors Center surface water treatment plant of the
proposed project. A copy of the CDWR internal memorandum, dated December 14, 2004 is provided at
the end of this Appendix.

California Regional Water Quality Control Board
Los Angeles Region
January 6, 2005

2. The proposed project would not be a source of pollutants (please see Draft EIR Section 3.2.4).
The proposed project does not include any new development, and it would not increase or otherwise
modify existing sources and/or occurrences of pesticides, nitrogen, salts, or coliform. The only change
associated with the proposed project is the timing of discharges into middle Piru Creek and Lake Piru.
On an annual basis, the total discharged volume would remain unaffected. All project-related flows into
middle Piru Creek would be delivered to and stored in Lake Piru, as is currently done. Santa Felicia
Dam, the operation of which is not under the CDWR’s authority, is not part of the proposed project.
Santa Felicia Dam regulates discharges from Lake Piru into lower Piru Creek, and ultimately, the Santa
Clara River. Operation of Santa Felicia Dam would only be affected by the proposed project in high
rain years, when inflow into Lake Piru might temporarily exceed the reservoir’s storage capacity.

3. As noted in response to Comment 2, above, the proposed project would not change flows into
the Santa Clara River. Consequently, there would be no change is the assimilative capacity of the Santa
Clara River for the constituents referenced above.

4. As noted in response to Comment 2, above, the proposed would not affect flows into the Santa
Clara River; therefore, there would be no change in groundwater surface contributions to the Santa
Clara River system. The requested estimates are not considered relevant to the technical scope of the
Draft EIR.

California Department of Fish and Game
South Coast Region
December 29, 2004

5. As identified in Draft EIR Section 3.1.4 (Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures for
Biological Resources), current conditions at many locations on middle Piru Creek are not favorable for
southwestern pond turtle. Artificially supported high current velocities, dense vegetation, and large
numbers of aquatic predators have already produced conditions that likely affect the recruitment and
survival of this species in these areas. Preliminary surveys conducted by CDWR biologists on middle
Piru Creek in 2003 and 2004 between Frenchman’s Flat and Pyramid Dam in support of the Piru Creek
Erosion Repairs Project Mitigated Negative Declaration (2003) indicated the area supports small
numbers of older age class turtles. No juvenile turtles were found during these surveys, and no juvenile
turtles have been found during repeated surveys conducted in the general area except for one juvenile
pond turtle that was located in a shallow pool in an ephemeral tributary to middle Piru Creek.
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The CDWR agrees that reduction in stream flow during dry summer months may lead to the formation
of small pools and refugia for this species, which could increase the potential for disturbance by
humans or predators. However, it should be noted that with the exception of the driest years, when
little or no stream flow would occur, stream gauge data suggests that some flow into middle Piru Creek
would probably continue throughout the summer. In the event that reduced inflow resulted in the drying
of some sections of the creek, this would affect only a small section of middle Piru Creek (less than 4
miles of the 18 mile reach). In addition, only a small section of this area is subject to large numbers of
summer visitors and of this small section, only a limited area is readily accessible to pedestrian travel
due to the steep hillsides and rocky, boulder-dominated shoreline. Under the current summer conditions
(augmented summer flows), the California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) does not stock trout
in the creek and few anglers have been recorded between Frenchman’s Flat and Pyramid Dam. In
addition, while recreational users would probably focus their attention on the few remaining rocky
pools containing summer water, most of these sites lie in sections that do not appear to contain
southwestern pond turtles at this time. Likewise, Section 3.4 (Recreation) of the Draft EIR indicates
that decreased summer flows would probably result in an overall decrease in the number of summer and
fall visitors who use middle Piru Creek for water activities. Although some turtles could continue to be
affected by human disturbance, the reduction in aquatic predators, increase in potential habitat, and
restoration to natural stream conditions would not result in significant impacts and may ultimately
provide beneficial impacts to this species.

6. Please see response to Comment 5. The CDWR believes that implementation of the proposed
project may ultimately result in benefit to southwestern pond turtles in middle Piru Creek. However,
the CDWR agrees that obtaining additional information regarding the population dynamics of this
species might potentially provide useful scientific information that could lead to a better understanding
of the species; therefore, the CDWR will continue to work with the CDFG to assess the feasibility and
methodology of the studies recommended by the CDFG.

7. The primary objective of the proposed project is to avoid incidental take of the federally
endangered arroyo toad as a result of water operations at Pyramid Dam. Simulation of natural flows in
middle Piru Creek would achieve this objective by restoring natural stream dynamics, reworking
sediments in the channel, and reducing populations of exotic aquatic predators. As noted in the Draft
EIR Section 3.2 (Water Resources), simulation of natural flows on middle Piru Creek would probably
result in increased sediment transport downstream of Pyramid Dam. However, this is an ongoing
condition that currently occurs under the existing flow regime. It is estimated that to replace the
sediment loss into middle Piru Creek, approximately 100,000 to 250,000 cubic yards of sediment would
have to be imported into the creek below Pyramid Dam. This would require approximately 10,000
truck trips a year, with corresponding environmental impacts, and it would be difficult to ensure that
the sediment was spread in a manner to facilitate the proper and timely transport to downstream
reaches.

Although simulating natural flows would have the potential to increase sediment loss in the uppermost
portion of middle Piru Creek, arroyo toads are not known to occur in this area, and it is expected that
sediment from adjoining tributaries would support suitable habitat further downstream for many years
to come. In addition, current conditions associated with the existing flow regime do not provide
favorable conditions for this species. As the proposed project is considered beneficial to the arroyo
toads, sediment loss is currently ongoing under existing conditions, and it is speculative as to ascertain
when/if the proposed project would result in future losses to this species; the CDWR does not believe
that monitoring arroyo toad habitat is warranted at this time but is willing to continue discussions with
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the regulatory agencies about the need and methodology for potential future periodic monitoring of
special status species and their habitat along middle Piru Creek.

8. Following receipt of the CDFG’s comment letter on the proposed project’s Draft EIR, the
CDWR initiated discussions with the CDFG to further discuss the need for a Streambed Alteration
Agreement. In these discussions it was mutually agreed on that a Streambed Alteration Agreement
would not be required. A follow-up letter regarding this agreement from the CDFG to CDWR, dated
January 20, 2005, is included at the end of this Appendix.

Ventura County Public Works Agency
Watershed Protection District
November 11, 2004

9. The CDWR does not own, operate, or maintain Lake Piru and recommends that the Ventura
County Watershed Protection District (VCWPD) coordinate with the United Water Conservation
District (United) regarding schedules or quantities of water releases from Lake Piru.

United Water Conservation District
January 6, 2005

10. The CDWR would like to clarify several statements made in the first paragraph of the United
comment letter regarding CDWR’s operations related to the release of minimum flows as proposed by
the CDFG and other agencies following the 1994 federal listing of the arroyo toad as endangered.
United holds several State Water Regional Control Board (SWRCB) permits and licenses that grant
United rights to all stormwater runoff in the Piru Creek watershed that can be put to beneficial use. The
CDWR releases United’s stormwater runoff from the portion of the watershed above Pyramid Dam into
middle Piru Creek. The water then flows into Lake Piru, which is owned and operated by United.
Under conditions when Lake Piru is spilling and there is continuous surface flow from the spillway of
Santa Felicia Dam (which forms Lake Piru) past the Freeman Diversion Dam to the Pacific Ocean,
CDWR has appropriative water rights for up to 55,000 acre feet per year (afy) of storm runoff from the
Piru Creek watershed. Current operations at Pyramid Lake are in conformance with the CDWR’s April
14, 1967 Agreement with United for the operation of Pyramid Dam, which governs the release of local
water into Piru Creek. That agreement provides for the recovery of any over-release of local flows to
Piru Creek from the next following storm flows. This allows CDWR to recover any release of water
beyond natural flows that are made during the summer in order to comply with minimum fish flow
requirements. This recovery of an over-release is distinct from CDWR appropriating local flows under
its existing water rights. The CDWR cannot appropriate water from Piru Creek under its existing water
rights until all downstream demands are met. CDWR has appropriated water from Piru Creek in only
five of the past twenty-two years, all of which were very wet years when United was unable to put the
additional flow to beneficial use. If averaged, CDWR appropriations from Piru Creek are less than
10,000 afy.

11. Comment noted. United’s use of water downstream from middle Piru Creek was not addressed
because the proposed project is not anticipated to result in alteration of United’s operations. The
proposed project is limited to the simulation of natural flow in middle Piru Creek from Pyramid Dam to
Lake Piru and the delivery of currently contracted for State Water Project supplies to United. The total
quantity of water released into middle Piru Creek from Pyramid Dam would not change in most years.
The CDWR has historically appropriated water from Piru Creek only in wet years when Lake Piru is
full and Freeman Diversion Dam is spilling. The increase in water released to Piru Creek at these times
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would result in additional flows downstream of Santa Felicia Dam during high flow periods but would
not alter United’s water supply operations. Therefore, a detailed description and analysis of the
downstream uses of water released from Santa Felicia Dam is considered to be outside of the scope of
this EIR.

12. At the June 23, 2003 meeting cited by United, the United States Fish and Wildlife Service
(USFWS) agreed that late spring storm flows in May 2003 washed away arroyo toad eggs and tadpoles
in middle Piru Creek. However, USFWS opined that, had CDWR matched stream releases after the
storms to the receding limb of the hydrograph for natural inflows in Pyramid Lake, the adult toads that
had retreated to higher ground may have returned to the creek as flows declined and may have resumed
breeding. Instead, the sustained high flows may have prevented the toads from further breeding during
the 2003 breeding season. Alternatively, USFWS opined, if the toads did lay additional eggs after the
May 2003 storm, the eggs or tadpoles may have been stranded when stream releases dropped back
down to 25 cubic feet per second (cfs) upon completion of water deliveries to United. Nancy Sandburg,
a biological consultant to United, found evidence of reproductive success by arroyo toads on Agua
Blanca Creek, a tributary to Piru Creek, after the May 2™ and 3" 2003 storm. This supported
USFWS’s conclusion that, had flows quickly been reduced to 25 cfs, the operations standard at that
time, arroyo toads might have successfully reproduced in Piru Creek in 2003. As noted in its comment
letter, United requested that flows be kept steady after the storm event for the purpose of water
delivery. Therefore, based on its understanding at the time, erroneous in hindsight, that avoiding
fluctuations in stream flows to the extent possible was of paramount importance during the arroyo toad
breeding season, CDWR kept stream releases at a higher level after the May 2003 storm until water
deliveries to United had been completed, rather than first dropping down to 25 cfs, then increasing
flows again later in the season to deliver water.

13. The CDWR has a long term water supply contract with the VCWPD, which has a maximum
Table A allocation of 20,000 acre feet of State Water Project water. VCWPD assigned administration
of the agreement to Casitas Water District (CWD). Within VCWPD 5,000 acre feet (af) is assigned to
CWD, 10,000 af to the City of San Buena Ventura and 5,000 af to United. Thus, United has a
contractual right to receive up to 5,000 af of State Water Project water each year. 1,850 af of that
amount is released to Port Hueneme through the VCWPD turnout at Castaic Lake.

United received a total of 4,047 af of State Water Project water through middle Piru Creek in 2004,
which was a combination of United’s Table A allocation of 3,150 af (5,000 af less 1,850 af released to
Port Hueneme from Castaic Lake), of which the CDWR was able to deliver 2,047 af based on its
allocation for the year, and United’s one-time purchase in 2004 of an additional 2,000 af from the
VCWPD. The 2004 request from United did not include a request for a permanent increase in State
Water Project deliveries. To date, the CDWR has not received such a request from VCWPD or United,
and is unaware of any contract negotiations between the parties to secure an additional portion of
VCWPD’s 20,000 af Table A amount.

During the proposed project’s scoping period United suggested that the Draft EIR evaluate deliveries of
up to 20,000 afy of State Water Project water to Lake Piru via middle Piru Creek. As referenced in the
proposed project’s Notice of Preparation (NOP) and Draft EIR, the primary purpose of the proposed
project is to avoid the incidental take of the arroyo toad due existing (“baseline”) operations of Pyramid
Dam. An additional purpose of the proposed project is to maintain the current (“baseline”) delivery of
up to 3,150 afy of State Water Project Table A water to United via middle Piru Creek (please see Draft
EIR Section 2.2.2). The proposed project was developed and is being pursued by the CDWR to ensure
compliance with the FESA. It is not intended to evaluate the entire range of potential future deliveries
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of State Water Project water to United. United is not precluded from making future requests to increase
State Water Project deliveries via middle Piru Creek; however, it will be responsible for evaluating the
potential impacts of the increased deliveries consistent with CEQA.

Incorporating United’s request into the proposed project would have required additional inter-agency
discussion and concurrence prior to moving forward with preparation of the Draft EIR. The suggested
modification also had the potential to trigger the need for re-circulation of the Draft EIR’s NOP and
extension of the document’s scoping period. Such delays in the proposed project’s CEQA review
process would have conflicted directly with the USFWS’s timeframes for FESA compliance.

14. The long-term water supply agreement between VCWPD and CDWR contemplates Castaic
Dam, in Reach 30 of the California Aqueduct, as the primary point of delivery for VCWPD’s State
Water Project water. Under Article 10 of that agreement, VCWPD may request additional points of
delivery, subject to approval by CDWR, and shall pay all costs of the additional point of delivery. As
discussed above, United, to CDWR’s knowledge, currently has a derivative contractual right to up to
5,000 afy of State Water Project water, 1,850 af of which is delivered to Port Hueneme at VCWPD’s
turnout at Castaic Dam. If United or any other Ventura County water agency/purveyor were to
formally propose a long-term yearly increase of up to 20,000 afy of State Water Project water
deliveries by altering Pyramid Dam’s existing water operations, it is likely that any such increase would
have potential environmental impacts and would require environmental analysis under CEQA. As noted
above, analysis of the potential environmental impacts of more than 3,150 afy of State Water Project
deliveries into middle Piru Creek are considered to be outside of the scope of the EIR prepared for the
proposed project.

Typically, if a State Water Project contractor requests a change in point of delivery or other operational
change that benefits only one or two contractors and requires CEQA evaluation, the requesting
contractor(s) act as lead agency for CEQA purposes and finance the analysis. The rationale is that the
individual contractors are more familiar with the water needs in their area and the primary benefit of
the proposed project accrues to them and not the State Water Project as a whole. It is necessary to work
closely with CDWR to assure that analysis of the effects on the State Water Project as a whole are
addressed in any environmental documentation prepared. On April 17, 2002, the CDWR provided a
comment letter on the 2002 Draft Negative Declaration to United, which outlined the CDWR’s
questions and concerns. One comment was that the CDWR was not requested to provide input into the
Draft Negative Declaration during its preparation and that close coordination would have allowed a
number of concerns related to State Water Project operations to be addressed prior to release of the
Draft Negative Declaration. CDWR does not believe its actions with respect to the proposed project are
inconsistent with previous actions taken with respect to United’s 2002 Piru Creek State Water Release
Project.

15. An analysis of the potential beneficial and adverse impacts of increasing flows to allow
additional State Water Project deliveries down Piru Creek is beyond the scope of this analysis for the
reasons set forth in responses to Comments 13 and 14. Although it is possible that increasing winter
releases into the creek to accommodate additional State Water Project water deliveries to United may
provide some beneficial impacts to biological resources, as outlined in Draft EIR Section 7.3,
increasing flows during the winter months to accommodate a 20,000 afy State Water Project water
delivery to United would increase flood hazards and have adverse effects on overall channel
degradation and erosion.
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16. The intent of the discussions in Section 7.3 for Agricultural Resources and Population and Housing
is to disclose to decision makers and the public that: (1) impacts to these resources could potentially
occur; (2) their degree of significance cannot be fully identified within the context of this EIR; and (3)
there would be opportunity to address and consider these impacts with greater certainty in a separate
environmental review document specific to the increase if a formal request for the increase is made by
United. Disclosure of such issues to decision makers and the public is a fundamental purpose of CEQA
and considered appropriate for the purposes and use of this EIR (please see Public Resources Code,
Division 13 [CEQA], Sections 21002 and 21002.1). The discussions in Section 7.3 for Agricultural
Resources and Population and Housing both note that assessing potential impacts to these resources by
increasing United’s State Water Project water deliveries to 20,000 afy are difficult to forecast, either
individually or cumulatively, without knowledge of a specific implementation plan. Such a plan has not
been formally proposed by United. The discussions in Section 7.3 also note that undue speculation
regarding the assessment of impacts is discouraged under CEQA (CEQA Guidelines Section 14145).
CDWR acknowledges that a detailed analysis of these impacts could require a regional evaluation of
United’s existing and planned water uses, as well as regional evaluation of all other existing water
sources, planned development projects, and existing and projected agricultural operations and
production downstream of Lake Piru. Such an analysis is outside the scope of this EIR.

17. The first sentence on page 7-8 is focused on those projects listed in Table 7-1 that would not
foster (induce) population growth or displace existing housing. It is not intended to infer that the
Increased State Water Project Deliveries to United Project would displace housing. The first full
paragraph of page 7-8 addresses potential impacts of the Increased State Water Project Deliveries to
United Project and states that these impacts are focused on the potential to induce population growth.
Per response to Comment 16, above, a comprehensive analysis of the potential impacts of the Increased
State Water Project Deliveries to United Project on housing and population is beyond the scope of this
EIR, and such an assessment would be highly speculative.

18. As noted in response to Comment 16, above, the impacts for Water Resources as they relate to
the Increased State Water Project Deliveries to United Project are difficult to assess due to a lack of
information. However, based upon the assumptions stated in this discussion, a quantitative analysis, to
the extent possible, was conducted. The conclusion that impacts could be potentially significant is based
upon the additional risk to humans that would occur under this project. As stated in the Draft EIR
(Section 3.2.4) increases of 50 cfs or greater are considered to significantly increase flood hazard risks
and this would occur if the Increased State Water Project Deliveries to United Project was
implemented.

In addition to the above, it is noted that under CEQA the discussion of cumulative impacts “need not
provide as great detail as is provided for the effects attributable to the project alone” (CEQA Guidelines
Section 15130 [b]). In the event that United or VCWPD do at some future time formally request
increased water deliveries via Piru Creek, the lead agency would need to examine potential
environmental impacts in much greater detail than is required in the cumulative impacts analysis
presented in the proposed project’s Draft EIR.

19. The CDWR recognizes that State Water Project water deliveries to United via Castaic Creek
would not be a preferred solution. The option of making deliveries to United via Castaic Creek was
included because it (1) is a physically feasible alternative if deliveries could not be made via middle
Piru Creek, and (2) could be a viable alternative if these deliveries were scheduled to occur during
periods when water loss due to ground percolation is at a minimum. The intent of the Table 7-1
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footnote is to document that this route of delivery is a potential alternative but that it is not assessed in
Section 7.3 of the Draft EIR.

California Trout
January 5, 2005

20. Draft EIR Section 3.1 (Biological Resources) includes information pertaining to federally listed
species known to occur in middle Piru Creek. Santa Felicia Dam has blocked access by anadromous
species to and from the ocean since 1954. Consultation with the CDFG indicated that steelhead trout
are not believed to be present in middle Piru Creek, and any steelhead trout trapped by construction of
Santa Felicia Dam would have been genetically diluted long ago by rainbow trout planted by the CDFG
in Piru Creek and Lake Piru. The National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration National Marine
Fisheries Service (NOAA-Fisheries) did not respond to the NOP or send a representative to the public
scoping meeting held in Santa Clarita on June 17, 2004. NOAA-Fisheries’ December 10, 2004
proposed rule on critical habitat for steelhead trout characterizes Piru Creek upstream of Santa Felicia
Dam as inaccessible and unoccupied habitat and seeks public comment on whether the area should be
designated critical habitat. If it were determined that the species was present in middle Piru Creek or its
tributaries, the restoration of natural flows, a condition in which this species evolved, would not be
expected to result in adverse impacts to this species.

It is conceivable that remnant populations of steelhead trout could occur in tributaries of Piru Creek
such as Agua Blanca Creek. However, the proposed project would not affect flows in Piru Creek’s
tributaries, and restoration of the natural flows in Piru Creek under which steelhead trout evolved
would not be expected to result in adverse impacts to steelhead trout even if present.

21. The Draft EIR has met the requirements of CEQA Section 15003(d) by providing information
regarding known sensitive species occurring in middle Piru Creek. Information known at the time the
document was prepared did not indicate the presence of federally endangered species other than those
identified in the Draft EIR. The information on steelhead trout presented in this and the NOAA-
Fisheries comment letter on the Draft EIR does not change the conclusions reached in the Draft EIR.

22. The Draft EIR was prepared in accordance with the requirements of the FESA. NOAA-
Fisheries was sent a copy of the NOP of a Draft EIR for the proposed Simulation of Natural Flows in
Middle Piru Creek project and did not respond to it (please see Draft EIR Section 1.2.1 and page 3 of
the CEQA distribution list found in Appendix A of the Draft EIR). The proposed ruling on critical
habitat for the steelhead trout was not published until after the Draft EIR was released for public
review. There appears to be some disagreement regarding the presence of steelhead trout upstream of
Santa Felicia Dam between the information that CDWR received from CDFG and the NOAA-Fisheries
proposed ruling. The public comment period on the proposed critical habitat designation continues until
February 28, 2005, and NOAA-Fisheries will not issue a final rule until some time after that. In the
event that middle Piru Creek is, at some future time, designated as critical habitat for steelhead trout,
the CDWR and/or the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) will consult and coordinate with
NOAA-Fisheries and other agencies as appropriate. For additional information regarding this issue,
please see the response to Comment 40.

23. Sections 3.2 (Biological Resources) and 3.2 (Water Resources) of the Draft EIR describe the

historic conditions that once occurred in middle Piru Creek. It should be noted that steelhead trout
evolved under dynamic natural stream conditions. Implementation of the proposed project would mimic
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these natural conditions in middle Piru Creek to the extent operationally feasible and consistent with
safety considerations.

Implementation of the proposed project would simulate natural flows in middle Piru Creek, which
would include periods of reduced flow occurring during late summer and fall and periods of intense but
short flow resulting from large winter storms. Under natural pre-dam stream conditions, it is highly
likely that in dry years sections of middle Piru Creek had no active stream flow for periods of one to
three months at a time. It is likely that historic runs of steelhead trout sought thermal refuge in smaller
tributaries or upstream sections of Piru Creek during these periods. Access to these tributaries would
remain with implementation of the proposed project, with the exception of tributaries above Pyramid
Lake which have been blocked by Pyramid Dam. Restoring natural stream flow conditions in middle
Piru Creek would result in the reestablishment of the natural stream processes that are required for
development of suitable habitat for native species, including the redistribution of spawning gravels in
lower sections of middle Piru Creek. Restoring natural stream processes would not eliminate native
food resources for trout and would reduce populations of exotic species known to prey on native fishes
and amphibians.

24, Pursuant to CEQA and FERC’s consultation requirements for draft requests for license
amendment, NOAA-Fisheries has been notified about the proposed project throughout the CEQA
process. This is documented in Draft EIR Section 1.2.1 and on page 3 of the proposed project’s CEQA
distribution list (please see Draft EIR Appendix A). Comments (and their respective responses) on the
proposed project’s Draft EIR submitted by NOAA-Fisheries are presented in this Appendix.

25. Pyramid Dam was built in 1973, and from then through 1995 stream releases into middle Piru
Creek were governed by Article 52 of the license for FERC Project No. 2426, which required
substantial daily fluctuations in stream flows based on predicted air temperatures. From 1996 until
March 2004, summer stream releases were kept steady at 25 cfs; since then, a slightly modified version
of the 25 cfs regime, as approved by USFWS, has been in effect. To average stream release data across
periods with such different flow regimes, both natural and managed, would not be scientifically valid.
The six year period referred to in Comment 25 was used as the project baseline because this is the
period during which current operation protocol of the Pyramid Dam has been in effect. Data for inflow
into Pyramid Lake are presented for the same six-year period to provide a legitimate comparison of
inflows and outflows under baseline conditions. Where appropriate and scientifically valid, the Draft
EIR includes and analyses hydrologic data for longer periods of time.

The current operation protocol is the legitimate basis of comparison and is consistent with the CEQA
Guidelines (CEQA Guidelines Section 15126 [a]). A hydrologic analysis dating back to 1976, as
requested in Comment 25, was in fact done but not presented in the Draft EIR for the above reasons.
Had it been included, it would not have changed the conclusions of the impact analysis. According to
this historic analysis, monthly flows into Pyramid Lake, adjusted for watershed area, for the period
1977 through 2002 are as shown in Table A-2.

Table A-2 Monthly Flows into Pyramid Lake, 1977 through 2002

Month Average Monthly Inflow (in cfs)
January 89
February 255
March 206
April 103
May 55
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Month Average Monthly Inflow (in cfs)
June 24
July 13
August 8
September 9
October 9
November 12
December 27

26. The California Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) Section 1243 states that “the
use of water for recreation and preservation and enhancement of fish and wildlife resources is a
beneficial use of water. In determining the amount of water available for appropriation for other
beneficial uses, the board shall take into account, whenever it is in the public interest, the amounts of
water required for recreation and the preservation and enhancement of fish and wildlife resources. The
board shall notify the Department of Fish and Game of any application for a permit to appropriate
water. The Department of Fish and Game shall recommend the amounts of water, if any, required for
the preservation and enhancement of fish and wildlife resources and shall report its findings to the
board. This section shall not be construed to affect riparian rights.”

The CDWR proposes to implement a water release schedule that closely mirrors the natural stream
conditions of middle Piru Creek. This action is intended to benefit native wildlife while maintaining a
winter put and take trout fishery. The CDWR has coordinated (please see Draft EIR Section 1.2.1), and
will continue to coordinate with the CDFG throughout the proposed project’s implementation.
Comments submitted by the CDFG and RWQCB on the proposed project and its Draft EIR are
presented in this Appendix. Neither agency has expressed concern regarding coldwater habitat.

27. In its comment letter on the Draft EIR (presented in this Appendix), the RWQCB did not
indicate that Water Quality Certification (WQC) for the proposed project would be required. As
described on page 3 of the Notice of Availability (NOA) prepared for the Draft EIR, if the CDWR
certifies the Final EIR and approves the proposed project pursuant to CEQA, it will submit a request
for license amendment to the FERC. The FERC will then conduct its own environmental review
process before approving or denying a request for license amendment; the CDWR trusts that the FERC
is fully cognizant of its responsibilities under NEPA, FESA, and other environmental laws and
regulations.

28. As indicated in Draft EIR Sections 1.2.1 and 2.2.1 the primary purpose of the proposed project
is to avoid the incidental take of the arroyo toad, thereby negating the need for Section 7 consultation
under FESA. As noted in response to Comments 20 and 22, above, Section 7 consultation with NOAA-
Fisheries for steelhead trout is not considered necessary at this time. If the CDWR certifies the Final
EIR, approves the proposed project, and requests amendment of its FERC license, the FERC will have
the option of initiating consultation, if necessary, as part of its environmental review and license
amendment process (please see responses to Comments 29, 37 and 40).

29. If the CDWR were to wait until NOAA-Fisheries issues a final rule on critical habitat for
steelhead trout, and then requests formal consultation regarding this species, it would in the meantime
find itself responsible for incidental take of another federally endangered species, the arroyo toad.
NOAA-Fisheries’ proposed critical habitat rule, published December 10, 2004, describes Piru Creek
upstream of Santa Felicia Dam as inaccessible and unoccupied habitat. Even if remnant populations of
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steelhead trout were present in tributaries of middle Piru Creek, such as Agua Blanca Creek, simulation
of natural flows in the main stem of middle Piru Creek would not be expected to have an adverse effect
on the fish in these tributaries. Should middle Piru Creek be designated as critical steelhead habitat, the
FERC or CDWR will request consultation as appropriate at that time.

30. Please see responses to Comments 20 through 29, 40 and 48.

Mr. Joe Richey
December 16, 2004
Weritten Notes Submitted at Public Meeting on Draft EIR

31. The proposed project’s NOP and notification regarding its public scoping meeting were
advertised on May 21, 2004 in the Los Angeles Times, The Signal, Antelope Valley Press, Bakersfield
California and the Tehachapi News (May 26, 2004). In addition, notification was posted at
Frenchman’s Flat and sent to local bait and fishing shops with a request for posting. Prior to release of
the Draft EIR, private property owners adjacent to the creek were added to the proposed project’s
CEQA distribution list (please see Appendix A of the Draft EIR). All private land owners with property
adjacent to the creek were sent a copy of the proposed project’s NOA and the Draft EIR. Newspaper
advertisements regarding the NOA, Draft EIR and December 16, 2004 public meeting began on
November 8, 2004 in the Los Angeles Times and Ventura County Star. They were published for four
consecutive weeks. This notification was also posted at Frenchman’s Flat and sent to local bait and
fishing shops with a request for posting.

32. No formal contact with the property owner was made prior to or during the proposed project’s
cultural resources surveys. The regulations for cultural resources investigations do not require contact
with property owners unless a standing structure of potentially historic significance is directly within a
proposed project’s Area Potentially Effected (APE). None of the private properties within the proposed
project’s APE meet this criteria; therefore, contact prior to the surveys was limited to individuals and
groups identified for Native American interests (please see Appendix B of the Draft EIR).

33. The road referenced on page 3-84 is a road indicated on the area’s U.S. Geological Survey
(USGS) Quadrangle that parallels the creek and is blocked by a U.S. Forest Service gate. As the
pedestrian surveys for cultural resources moved northward up the creek, traces of this road become
progressively more difficult to discern and eventually could no longer be identified. The road
referenced in the Draft EIR and the road referenced in Comment 33 are two different roads; the road
referenced in this Draft EIR discussion is not the property owner’s access road crossing the creek.

34, The Draft EIR discussion quoted in this comment is specific to cultural resources; it is not
directed toward potential impacts to the property owner’s existing access road due to high flows and
erosion. Section 3.2.4 of the Draft EIR addresses the proposed project’s potential impacts due to
increased flows and erosion and notes that these impacts could be potentially significant. Mitigation
Measure H-3 is proposed to mitigate these impacts on existing infrastructure.

As discussed with the property owner at the December 16, 2004 public meeting on the Draft EIR, high
stream releases of Pyramid Dam similar to those proposed have occurred in years other than 1998.
Although high stream flows could damage the property owner’s creek-crossing road, it is noted that
tributaries of middle Piru Creek, over which the CDWR does not have any control, contribute roughly
30 percent of the inflow into Lake Piru. The proposed operations guidelines do stipulate that storm-
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generated stream releases from Pyramid Dam into middle Piru Creek can be reduced if the full natural
flow is deemed a threat to life, safety, or property downstream of the dam.

35. Plant and animal life on middle Piru Creek evolved under a variety of changing stream
conditions. This included periods of intense rainfall, which resulted in large sections of the creek being
scoured clean of vegetation and periods of drought where little if any flow occurred for several months
at a time. Under pre-dam conditions middle Piru Creek supported a number of native fish species
including a winter run of steelhead trout. It should be noted that native fishes and their prey items
(insects, small crustaceans, and other fish) also evolved under changing natural stream conditions and
the implementation of the proposed project would mimic the conditions under which these species
evolved. Native riverine species also possess life history traits that enable individuals to survive and
reproduce under a range of environmental variation. Invertebrates, including insects, would not be
eliminated from middle Piru Creek under natural stream conditions since suitable habitat and refugia
would continue to exist or even be enhanced at many locations in the watershed.

Creel census surveys were conducted on middle Piru Creek between Frenchman’s Flat and the area
below Pyramid Dam to document recreational fishing in the catch and release area above the concrete
weir and in the put-and-take trout fishery stocked by the CDFG near Frenchman’s Flat. Angler surveys
focused on this section of middle Piru Creek for a number of reasons including: the survey taker’s
ability to interview a large percentage of the recreational anglers who fish middle Piru Creek; the fact
that most anglers and hikers begin their activities from the parking area at Frenchman’s Flat; and the
area’s close proximity to the catch and release area. Conducting creel census surveys above Lake Piru
or in the back country sections of middle Piru Creek was not considered practical or feasible because of
the small number of anglers that likely use these areas, their distance from the put-and-take trout fishery
stocked by the CDFG, and restricted access. Due to the closure of Bluepoint Campground, located
above (north of) Lake Piru, access to this section of the creek by recreational anglers is now restricted.
Although recreational angling does occur in these areas (e.g. by hikers and people with private
inholdings), the area probably supports only a limited number of anglers who either have access to the
gate keys or are willing to hike the many miles into the backcountry. Information obtained during the
creel census surveys did include anglers who hiked several miles downstream of Frenchman’s Flat
seeking recreational opportunities. Anglers and hikers interviewed during the surveys noted that few if
any other anglers were ever observed during hikes of middle Piru Creek.

36. As discussed in Section 2.2.1 of the Draft EIR, the proposed project was developed based on
consultation of the USFWS and information provided by Dr. Sam Sweet from the University of
California at Santa Barbara, who actively participated in the agency stakeholder meetings in which the
proposed operations guidelines were developed. The simulation of natural flows is intended to restore
natural stream dynamics to prevent the incidental “take” of arroyo toad, a federally endangered species,
known to occur in sections of middle Piru Creek. In fact, it was the CDWR’s efforts to keep stream
flows as steady as operationally feasible in the late spring of 2003, as discussed in the response to
Comment 12 above, that precipitated the development of new proposed operations guidelines to prevent
incidental take of the arroyo toad.

Stream flow is one of several factors that affect the survival of the arroyo toad and other native species
in and along middle Piru Creek. As discussed in Section 3.2 (Water Resources) of the Draft EIR, other
factors include the timing of the stream flow, regular disturbance from winter storms, the distribution
of sediments required for breeding, and the presence of exotic predators such as large mouth bass,
bullfrogs, and red crayfish. Arroyo toads require slow moving water for breeding, placement of egg
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masses, and rearing of juvenile toads. Under current stream conditions, augmented summer flows lead
to the decline of suitable habitat for this species in many sections of middle Piru Creek.

United States Department of Commerce

National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
National Marines Fisheries Service

January 11, 2005

37. Please see response to Comment 28, above. Should the FERC determine that consultation
regarding the steelhead trout or arroyo toad is warranted for the proposed project, it will coordinate
with NOAA-Fisheries and USFWS, as appropriate, during its environmental review process prior to
approving or denying the request for license amendment.

38. Water deliveries to Lake Piru via middle Piru Creek are discussed in Section 2.3 (Proposed
Project) of the Draft EIR. Under the proposed project the CDWR intends to simulate natural flows
along middle Piru Creek to the extent that is operationally feasible and consistent with safe operating
procedures. The stream gauges upstream of Pyramid Lake record staff gauge readings every 15
minutes. These readings are first converted into instantaneous stream flows based on the cross-sectional
profile of the stream at the gauge, then into 24-hour averages. The terms of the CDWR’s FERC license
require CDWR to maintain these stream gauges and record data according to the standards of the
USGS, which are based on collecting data at 15-minute intervals. CDWR then further refines the data
by using a multiplier to account for natural inflow into Pyramid Lake from drainages without stream
gauges. Furthermore, continuously matching outflow with natural inflow, or even adjusting outflow
every 15 minutes, would not be operationally feasible and would require a system not currently in place
at the Pyramid Dam facility. The facility consists of a remotely operated system that is not continuously
adjusted. The CDWR normally adjusts stream releases into middle Piru Creek during daily operations;
during storm events, outflow may be adjusted a few times over the course of a day. Matching the exact
natural inflow at any given instant, or every 15 minutes, would require CDWR to maintain staff on a
continuous basis at the control valves to regulate each change of inflow.

39. Pursuant to CEQA, the Draft EIR reflects “baseline” conditions as they existed at the time the
NOP was published (May 19, 2004), which is many years after construction of Santa Felicia Dam.
Construction of Santa Felicia Dam cut off access to and from the ocean by anadromous species and
predates Pyramid Dam by almost two decades. The simulation of natural flows that would result from
implementation of the proposed project is expected to benefit natural communities within middle Piru
Creek, located between the Pyramid Dam and Lake Piru. The CDWR does not control the release of
water from the Santa Felicia Dam and no changes to the existing release operations of this dam are
proposed as part of the project. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not affect the
Piru Creek downstream of Lake Piru or the Santa Clara River.

40. The Draft EIR Section 3.2 (Biological Resources) indicates that naturally breeding rainbow
trout do occur in middle Piru Creek, and the CDWR has no issue with NOAA-Fisheries’ statement that
historically, prior to construction of Santa Felicia Dam in 1954 and the Vern Freeman Diversion, Piru
Creek supported runs of steelhead trout, including runs in the Piru Creek watershed upstream of Santa
Felicia Dam. There appears to be some disagreement among subject matter experts on the continued
presence of steelhead trout upstream of Santa Felicia Dam. As previously stated, the CDFG does not
believe steelhead trout to be present in middle Piru Creek; and, although the comment letter states that
remnant populations of the species may survive in middle Piru Creek or its tributaries, NOAA-
Fisheries’ proposed rule on critical habitat describes Piru Creek upstream of Santa Felicia Dam as
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inaccessible and unoccupied habitat. According to the proposed rule, an area currently lacking physical
or biological features essential to the conservation of the species under consideration cannot be
designated as critical habitat in the hope that the area may acquire the necessary features at some future
time. However, current blocks to anadromy have been in place for over 50 years and based on
information obtained from the CDFG and USFWS during the development of the Draft EIR, the
CDWR did not believe that steelhead trout were present in middle Piru Creek. There will be an
opportunity to consult and coordinate further with NOAA-Fisheries, the USFWS, and other agencies as
necessary regarding any federally listed species or their critical habitat during the FERC license
amendment process.

It should also be noted that the CDFG has been planting 3,000 pounds of rainbow trout annually at
Frenchman’s Flat (located downstream of Pyramid Dam and upstream of Santa Felicia Dam [Draft EIR
Figure 2-2]) for many years. It appears highly probable that any steelhead trout trapped by construction
of Santa Felicia Dam in the 1950s have interbred with hatchery-bred rainbow trout of a genetic strain
not native to Piru Creek. Indeed, CDFG fishery biologists have advised the CDWR that the population
of resident, naturally reproducing trout immediately downstream of Pyramid Dam is of hatchery origin.

41. Please see response to Comment 40.
42. Please see responses to Comments 40 and 44.

43. During development of the proposed project and preparation of the Draft EIR it was not
believed that steelhead trout were present in middle Piru Creek, but that existing fish were of hatchery
origin. The CDWR intends to amend the current operating license to reflect the simulation of natural
flows as identified in the Draft EIR. Should the FERC conclude that consultation with the NOAA-
Fisheries is warranted for the steelhead trout during its environmental review and license amendment
processes, it will proceed with such consultation as warranted.

44, The CDWR agrees that implementation of the proposed project would result in beneficial
impacts to native species on middle Piru Creek. Potential native stocks located in the tributaries to
middle Piru Creek would not be negatively impacted by the proposed project because the simulation of
natural flows along middle Piru Creek would not result in a change to those connecting tributaries. In
fact, natural flows would be positive in that increased flow in middle Piru Creek would aid
outmigration, if that becomes possible at some future time, or if trout currently migrate to Lake Piru
from tributaries of middle Piru Creek.

In addressing potential concerns regarding the delivery of State Water Project water, it is noted that this
water would be delivered during the rainy season, outside the sensitive period for arroyo toads. This
window of time for water deliveries was designed in close coordination with the USFWS. Furthermore,
the USFWS recommends that water deliveries be made either in association with natural storm events
or during a period when increased stream flows would mirror a natural event. In addition, by design the
simulation of natural flows in middle Piru Creek would probably result in a decrease in non-native
predators through increased winter storm flows and periodic disruption of creek flows during the dry
summer.

Regarding concerns about the introduction of non-native fish into middle Piru Creek due to
implementation of the proposed project, creel census surveys conducted between Frenchman’s Flat and
Pyramid Dam indicate that non-native fish, including large mouth bass, catfish, and bluegill, are
already present in middle Piru Creek. In addition, reports from anglers interviewed during the creel
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census surveys indicate that large mouth bass and other non-native game species can move upstream
from Lake Piru during periods of high flow and are regularly observed above Lake Piru. Therefore, the
presence of non-native fish in middle Piru Creek is an established fact and reflects the current
“baseline” condition on the creek.

The CDWR has also indicated that although it is possible that non-native fish can be introduced during
testing or opening of the radial gate, which does not contain a fish screen, daily water releases flow
through a cone valve system, and fish are not be expected to survive the passage. The installation of a
fish screen at Pyramid Dam would constitute a major project that would require a major drawdown of
Pyramid Lake. This action would significantly impact recreation, disrupt scheduled water deliveries and
power operations, impact biological resources in middle Piru Creek and Pyramid Lake, and require
environmental review beyond the scope of this EIR. Moreover, installation of a fish screen would be
ineffective at keeping small, juvenile bass and other non-native species out of middle Piru Creek. It
should also be noted that Pyramid Lake is a well established warm water fishery that has been in place
for over 20 years. Any proposal to eliminate bass and other game fish introduced through the California
Aqueduct would constitute a separate project requiring its own environmental review and approval, as
well as amendment of the license for FERC Project No. 2426, which designates Pyramid Lake as a
self-propagating warm water fishery.

One component of the proposed project is the reduction of non-native species in middle Piru Creek.
The simulation of natural flows would produce conditions that are not favorable to non-native species.
Large winter storms would increase the potential to flush non-native fish downstream while sections of
the creek may dry out during the late summer and fall months during periods of reduced rainfall. This
would reduce populations of aquatic predators by desiccation and increased water temperatures.
Although some non-native fishes would probably survive, the overall reduction in predator populations
would probably provide benefits to native species on middle Piru Creek.

45. The only stream data available are the USGS data. As noted in the response to Comment 38
above, the terms of the CDWR’s FERC license require it to coordinate closely with USGS.
Accordingly, the CDWR contract with the USGS to inspect and calibrate all gauges twice a year, to
make maintenance recommendations to the CDWR, and to review its stream gauge data for accuracy. If
the CDWR were to fail to implement the recommended maintenance or there were serious or on-going
problems with the data submitted by the CDWR, the USGS would notify the FERC. Thus, there is an
established mechanism for ensuring the accuracy of the data. Installation of additional, more precise,
“real-time” gauges is not operationally feasible. Additionally, it is not clear what net benefit there
would be from “real-time” recording of low flows.

In reference to Draft EIR Figures 3.2-1 through 3.2-6, the gauges used in the analysis are described in
Section 3.2.2 of the Draft EIR. Plot flows of daily flows (in reference to Figure 3.2-6) are not
considered practical due to the large number of days during the period indicated. The intent of the
graph is to show how summer flows have been altered by Pyramid Dam. This is accomplished by the
existing figure.

The information contained and format of Draft EIR Tables 3.2-1 and 3.2-4 is considered appropriate
for the analysis. Changing this information to a graphic format would not alter the conclusions of the

analysis and would not provide any net benefit to the content of the Draft EIR.

46. The purpose of the proposed project is to return the creek to its natural condition, to the extent
feasible. Under the proposed project it is likely that some pools in the creek would dry up; however,
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monitoring these conditions would not provide any net benefit as no action would be taken on
monitoring observations. Additionally, CEQA does not require monitoring (mitigation) for project
effects that are not considered significant; the potential drying up of pools would be a natural event and
is not considered to be a significant impact.

For the purposes of the Draft EIR mean daily inflows and outflows were used because gauge data for
shorter periods of time were not available. Since inflow and outflow data were both daily means, the
analysis is considered valid for a description of baseline conditions and the assessment of impacts.

47. Existing sediment transport in the creek is a function of Pyramid Dam, which is considered part
of the proposed project area’s “existing conditions.” The proposed project would not significantly
change these existing conditions and mitigation monitoring is therefore not considered necessary. It is
noted, however, that CDWR has considered options for restoring sediment transport conditions below
the Dam. Identified options would require the transport of large volumes of sediment by truck to the
upper-most reaches of middle Piru Creek, all of which were considered to be impractical and would
create additional impacts to the area, such as those associated with traffic and transportation, noise, air
quality, and biological resources (please see response to Comment 7, above).

48. FERC License 2426 requires that a year-round trout fishery be maintained between Pyramid
Dam and Frenchman’s Flat. The CDFG has maintained a put-and-take fishery at Frenchman’s Flat for
over 20 years by stocking 3,000 pounds of rainbow trout per year; only the uppermost section of
middle Piru Creek, from the concrete weir upstream of Frenchman’s Flat to the bridge immediately
downstream of Pyramid Dam, is a designated catch and release area. The CDWR agrees that the
introduction of hatchery raised fish can have an adverse impact on native species by competing for
essential resources; however, passage by anadromous species from the ocean to middle Piru Creek was
cut off almost two decades before Pyramid Dam was built. Moreover, the CDFG also stocks rainbow
trout in Lake Piru. The CDWR has been advised by CDFG fisheries biologists that hatchery-raised fish
would have interbred long ago with any steelhead trout trapped in middle Piru Creek by construction of
Santa Felicia Dam. Thus, there seems to be substantial disagreement between subject matter experts on
the genetic status of naturally reproducing trout in middle Piru Creek (please also see responses to
Comments 22 and 40). Until this issue has been resolved, it seems premature to stock triploid fish
especially since such a step would not undo whatever genetic introgression has already occurred.
Notwithstanding the disagreement between subject matter experts, the CDWR intends to coordinate
closely with affected agencies regarding this issue as needed in response to new information or changes
in the regulatory setting.

If this Final EIR is certified and the proposed project approved pursuant to CEQA, the CDWR would
submit a request to the FERC to replace the license requirement for maintenance of a year-round trout
fishery between Pyramid Dam and Frenchman’s Flat with a requirement for maintenance of a trout
fishery as compatible with natural flows. To a certain extent, this is already the CDFG’s practice in that
rainbow trout are typically only planted from November through May; under baseline conditions, only
the latter part of this period has had supplemented summer flows, which were primarily intended to
sustain the naturally reproducing fish in the catch and release area upstream of Frenchman’s Flat. In the
event that access by anadromous fish to middle Piru Creek is restored at some future time, the proposed
FERC license amendment stipulating that the trout fishery be compatible with natural flows would seem
unlikely to cause any adverse effect on steelhead trout since this species evolved under such stream flow
conditions.
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Appendix A. Responses to Comments

49. Implementation of the proposed project would simulate natural flows along middle Piru Creek.
The operations of Pyramid Dam would not alter the operations of Santa Felicia Dam or any other
facility on the Santa Clara River watershed except when inflows into Lake Piru exceeded its storage
capacity.

Regarding the timing of flows commensurate with the life histories of native species, the simulation of
natural flows on middle Piru Creek would be consistent with the life history characteristics of native
species and would provide conditions that are more natural than those that exist under the current flow
regime. Stream flow released into the Santa Clara River by Piru Creek would closely match natural
conditions should water be released from the Santa Felicia Dam by United. Additional winter releases
from the Santa Felicia Dam should benefit any remaining steelhead trout attempting to reach spawning
areas downstream of Santa Felicia Dam. However, it should be noted that under natural flow
simulation, the operations of Pyramid Dam would not be governed by flow downstream, unless there
are issues of safety. Therefore, the CDWR does not believe the operations of United and CDWR are
interdependent.

50. The CDWR has indicated that implementation of the proposed project would result in beneficial
impacts to native species on middle Piru Creek and does not believe that additional studies or
monitoring plans are warranted. The Mitigation Monitoring Plan in Appendix B addresses potentially
adverse effects of the proposed project, how these impacts could be mitigated to a less than significant
level, and how mitigation would be implemented and monitored.
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MEMORANDUM TO JOHN KEMP,
CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF FISH & GAME
LETTER DATED JANUARY 20, 2005, AND
TRANSCRIPT OF PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING
DECEMBER 16, 2004




—Siate of Califernia
. B )
Memoraghnaim

Date  December 14, 2004
TO
John Kemp
Southern Field Division

Eva Begley, Chief

License and Regulatory Compliance Section
From : Depariment of Water Rescurces

Subject  gimulation of Natural Flows in Middle Piru Creek

Based on a request from the Department of Health Services (attached), this is to
advise you that DWR is proposing to adopt revised operations guidelines for stream
releases from Pyramid Dam into Piru Creek. Under the new guidelines, stream
releases would be matched to naturatl inflow into Pyramid Lake as closely as
operationally feasible and consistent with safety requirements. The intent of the
proposed change is to avoid incidental take of the federally endangered arroyo toad
attributable to State Water Project operations at Pyramid Dam. The current
operations guidelines expire March 15, 2005, and the proposed guidelines are
currently undergoing public review pursuant to the California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA). Upon completion of the CEQA process, we anticipate submitting a
request for license amendment to the Federal Energy Regulatory Commissicon
(FERC) to reconcile FERC license requirements with endangered species protection
requirements.

We do not expect the proposed operations guidelines to have any effects on raw
surface water quaiity of Pyramid Lake or water treatment plant operations at
Vista del Lago, but if you have any questions or concerns about the proposed
project, please do not hesitate to contact me at (916) 653-5951 or
ebegley@water.ca.gov.

Attachment

GGC: Mr. Joseph E. Crisologo, P.E., R.E.A.
Department of Health Services
Southern California Drinking Water Field Operations Branch
1449 West Temple Street, Room 202
Los Angeles, California 90026

Ms. Ste Walker v

Aspen Environmental Group
485 North La Patera Lane
Goleta, California 93117-1509
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State of California - The Resources Agency ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER, Covernor

DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME
hitp://www.dfg.ca.gov

4949 Viewridge Avenue

San Diego, CA 92123

(858) 467-4201

January 20, 2005

Dr. Eva Begley

California Department of Water Resources
1416 Ninth Street, Room 620
Sacramento, CA 95814

Draft Environmental impact Report
Simulation of Natural Flows in Middle Piru Creek
SCH # 2004051123, Los Angeles County

Dear Dr. Begley:

In a letter dated December 29, 2004, the Department of Fish and Game (“DFG")
commented on the Department of Water Resources ("DWR") proposed Simulation of Natural
Fiows in Middle Piru Creek Project (“project”) described in the above-referenced draft
Environmental impact Report (“DEIR"). In that lefter, the Department indicated that DWR might
need to notify DFG, and perhaps obtain a Lake or Streambed Alteration Agreement
(“agreement”) in accordance with Fish and Game Code section 1602 before beginning the
project. :

After further evaluation of the project, DFG has concluded that notification and an
agreement are not required. However, DFG believes that DWR should follow the biclogical
recommendations in the above-referenced comment letter to protect southwestern pond turtle,
arroyo toad, and other aquatic species populations below Pyramid Dam. Specifically, DWR
should determine the population of southwestern pond turties and arroyo toads below Pyramid
Dam before project implementation, moniter those populations for changes over the long term,
and implement measures to protect those populations if monitoring results show that the project
Is adversely affecting those populations.

if you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact Mr. Scott Harris,
Associate Wildlife Biologist, at (628) 797-3170.

‘Sincerely,

(5

C. F. Rdysbrook
Regional Manager

cc: Department of Fish and Game:
- Scott P. Marris, Pasadena
CFR-Chron; HCP-Chron

SP:sp/si
Gorrasp_HQ\BegleyE_01-05.doc



PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING FOR THE SIMULATION

OF NATURAL FLOWS IN MIDDLE PIRU CREEK

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS

TAKEN ON

THURSDAY, DECEMBER 16, 2004

6:06 P.M.

Repcocrted by:

Daryl Baucum, RPR, CRR, CBC, CSR No. 10356
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1 SANTA CLARITA, CALIFORNIA; THURSDAY, DECEMBER 16,2004 | 1 appreciate it.
2 6:06 P.M. 2 And, lastly, we have a court reporter with us
3 3 this evening. And we ask that when you do speak — | am
4 MS. WALKER: If | could have your attention, we 4 more guilty than anybody -- that you try to speak slowly
5 would like to call the mesting to order. We are a very 5 and clearly and begin by identifying yourself. If you
& small group, but | would like to thank alt of you for 6 are from the public, let us know the area of your
7 coming tonight. 7 residency, and if you are with an agency, let us know
8 My name is Sue Walker. | work with Aspen 8 your agency location.
8  Environmental Group, which is the environmental 9 There are a few other members here | would like
10 consuiting firm with a contract to DWR to prepare the 10 tointroduce to you. First, is Dan Peterson. He is the
11 EIR for this project. 11 Chief of the Environmental Assessment Branch for the
12 We are here primarily for two reasons tonight. 12 Department of Water and Resources. And the secoend is
13 One s to go over the conclusions and the salient issues 13 Chris Huntley, who is a senior biclogist for the Aspen
14 that are identified in the Draft Environmental impact 14 Environmental Group. He has been involved with the
15  Report. 15 surveys we have been doing. He is also a Senior Analyst
16 And the second reason we're here is to solicit 16 for the Environment impact Report.
17 agency and public comments on the DEIR, and any 17 Unfortunately, Eva Begley, the project manager
18 questions, comments or concerns you may have. 18 from DWR, is very ilt and unable to attend tonight.
19 There are a few things | would like to mention 19 To review the items on the agenda with you very
20 before we start the meeting. First of all, we have with 20 quickly, we have our welcome and introductions, which
21 us George Rurour. George is a Spanish interpreter. | 21 are almost over. Then Dan is going to give you a brief
22 don't think anybody here needs this this evening, but if 22 project description; Chris will give us an overview of
23 you do, George is available for you. And if actually 23 the Federal Endangered Species Act and the project's
24 more people from the public start corning in, we may ask 24 need for protection of wildlife, particularly the Arroyo
25 again just to make sure they know that he is here. 25 toad. He then will give you a brief summary or overview
2 4 ;
1 We also have with us Caroclina Morgan from 1 of the project's environmental review process.
2 Aspen. lf you came in through the lobby, there is 2 We will then give you a brief summary of the
3 actually comment cards and there's a comment card box. 3 scope and major conclusions of the Environmental impact
4 And if you want to make comments or have questions 4 Report. And then we will open up the meeting for the
5 during the comment period, we ask that you fill out one 5 public comments and agency comments, as well, and then
6 of the cards and put it in the box, but at this point 6 we will adjourn for the evening.
7 the box will go away and it will be in Carolina's 7 With that in tow, | will hand it over to Dan to
8 possession. And, please, just give your card to 8 give you a brief project description.
9 Carolina and she will make sure it gets into the box for 9 MR. PETERSON: Thank you, Sue.
10 you. 10 As Sue said, my name is Dan Peterson with the
11 Also, in the front lobby you will find this 11  Department of Water and Resources. And | will try to
12 evening's agenda, and on the back of it the locations 12 keep the project description brief.
13 for the public, in particular where the Draft 13 You have the map up. Good.
14 Environmental Impact Report is available. There are 14 Basically, what this involves is a reoperation
15 also comment cards for you. There are alsc copies of 15 of Pyramid Reservoir on the state water project. And
16 what we refer to as the Notice of Availability, which is 16 Pyramid Reservoir is right up there at the top. And
17 the formal documentation stays that the draft EIR is out 17 Pyramid Reservoir is in many ways just kind of a wide
18 for public review. 18 spotin the state water project.
19 The location of the restrooms are out the front 19 Water comes from over the Tehachapi Mountains
20 door. And the men's room is to the left; the ladies’ 20 and into Pyramid Lake. Water is released into Castaic
21  room to the right. We just ask that you keep your 21 Reservoir from Pyramid. And there's power generation
22 amblings to that hall and to the restrooms and this rcom 22 between the two reservoirs. So Pyramid Lake primarily
23 and not wander about the building, because we don’t want | 23 regulates the head of water for release into Castaic
24 to bring up any securily issues. If you could, please, 24 Lake and on into -- or through the power plant and into
25 turn off your cell phones and pagers, we would 25 Castaic Lake.
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1 We have since our reservoir began have 1 we will cut back and we will conserve those flows until
2 basically been operating Pyramid Lake in two modes, but 2 it's safe to release them.
3 they both were designed to modify the natural stream 3 So the high flows, it could be modified a
4 flow release of Pyramid Lake to augment the summer flows | 4 little bit based on safety considerations, property
5 and to diminish the winter flows, or not so much to 5 issues, or anything else. So it will tend to be
6 diminish them, but by augmenting it the way we did, it 6 water in, water out, but there will be sorne deviation
7 tended to enhance the summer flows. So, basically, we 7 from that on an as-needed basis.
8 are proposing to change that operation. 8 The other releases will be if we have to do any
9 And the operation we are moving to is a g testing of equipment, we may have to release water up
10 simutated natural flow. So, basically, we're going to 10 to, I think -- 50 CFS we can release at a time to test
11 do the best we can to water coming in the reservoir will 11 equipment or test values, instruments, meters, whatever.
12 be the water that is released down Piru Creek. 12 We will tend to do that during the periods that do not
13 So as you all know, with this climate such as 13 impact the arroyo toads to the extent we can. [f that
14 itis, it is going to have a heavier flow in the summer 14 can't be done, then we have some criteria they we will
15 being released down the reservoir and a lower flow in 15 operate by.
16 the summertime. So it will change from what is right 16 And the third thing is within this mode of
17  now a flow regime of typically, fairly steady-state flow 17 operation, is we will continue to provide State Water
18 of about 25 CFS during the summer that's being released 18 Project entitlement water to United Water Conservation
19 down Piru Creek from Pyramid Dam to whatever the natural | 19 District in the amount of 3150 acre feet of water per
20 inflow is. 20 year. And that's essentially continuing what we have
21 And the natural inflow varies. It's typically 21 heendeing. And that water would typically be provided
22 a much lower flow. Typically, the natural flow would be 22 to them during the months of November through February,
23 inthe range of 5to 10 CFS, maybe 5to 15 CFS, but it 23 again, to avoid any impacts to the Arroyo toad.
24 can be very boisterous. We will be releasing what comes 24 So in a nutshell, that's what we're doing.
25 into the reservoir. 25 This is all about reoperating Pyramid Reservoir.
&
1 The reason for this is pretty simple. We have 1 Any questions? Anything that | am missing?
2 been advised by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service that 2 MS. WALKER: Next, Chris Huntley is going to
3 our prior operation of Pyramid Reservoir was resulting 3 talk to you a littie bit about the Federal Endangered
4 inthe take of the endangered Arroyo toad, and take of a 4 Species Act and the need for Projection of the Arroyo
5 federally listed endangered species is illegal. 5 Toad.
6 So as an option -- the best option to remedy 6 MR. HUNTLEY: Hello. Thank you all for coming.
7 thatis to just revest back to this water-in/water-out 7 We are going to do a little presentation on the
8 scenario is essentially what we're doing, 8 Arroyo toad. Most of the information was generously ;
9 So the Fish and Wildlife Service has indicated 9 provided by Cree Clayton of the United Fish and Wildlife |
10 to us that if we make - if we alter, change our 10 Service.
11 operation to that scenario, to that release mechanism, 11 The Endangered Species Act in a nutshell has
12 that it will eliminate the incidental take of arroyo 12 been designed to provide for the protection of federaily
13 toad. And as such, we will be back in compliance with 13 endangered plants and animal species and their habitat.
14 the Federal Endangered Species Act, which is something 14 This act is administered by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
15 we greatly want to do since it could significantly 15 Service. And the whole goal of this project is to
16 impact cur ability to operate the state water project. 16 ensure compliance with that act.
17 What water-in/water-out typically means is that 17 Now, what it really comes down to on this is
18 we will estimate the flow — measure and estimate the 18 the Arroyo toad there. It's a federally endangered
19 flow in the Pyramid Reservoir, and we will release that 19 species; it's known to occur on Piru Creek. And we are
20 flow approximately 24 hours later. So the flows will be 20 going to do a quick talk on the benefits of simufated
21 staggered by about one day. 21 npatural flows.
22 Flows exceeding 18,000 CFS or flows that are 22 So talking a bit about the toad, historically,
23 deemed by emergency agencies, Forest Service, Highway |23 this creature was a far-ranging animal, and it went from
24 Patrol, whomever -- that any flows that are likely to 24 central California all the way down to northern Baja,
25 cause flooding, property damage, an emergency condition, |25 California.

7

Legalink - Los Angeles

800-826-0277 818-986-5270

Fax

818-783-7310

www.legalink.com



1 Currently, because of damage to its habitat, 1 MR. HUNTLEY: They also accur below Pyramid Dam § -
2 flow attenuation, various projects, it's limited to 2  from an area just below Frenchman's Flat all the way
3 about 23 drainages around California. In Ventura and 3 down to an area just above lake Piru.
4 L.A. County, it's down to about six different locations. 4 Now, the area between the dam and Frenchman's
5 It's an extreme habitat specialist. And what 5 Flat, the species are no longer there. They believe
6 that means is this animal can only live in a narrow 6 it's been exterminated. There have been numerous
7 variety of circumstances. They prefer shallow sand and | 7 surveys in the area that do not indicate the presence of
8 gravel dominated channels on what is called a 8 this species. The area is infested with exotic
9 low-gradient strain. What that basically means is they 9 predators that feed on this animal, and the habitat has
10 want slow-moving, shallow water that they can provide | 10 been degraded to the point where it probably will not
11 for breeding and rearing. 11 support animals in that location.
12 They typically breed from March to July in 12 Now, existing conditions on Piru Creek is one
13 southem regions. And even up here if the weather is 13 of the reasons the Arroyo toad is having a problem, and
14 right, they can breed as early as February or start 14 it's one of the reasons DWR is trying to simulate
15 breeding early in February. They want shailow pools 15 natural flows. This is a photo taken of existing -- or
16 with slow-moving water. They like that sandy substrate, | 16 of past Arroyo toad breeding habitat just above --
17 and they want areas that have very sparse vegetation. 17 actually, this is just below Blue Point Campground.
18 They like a little bit of vegetation, but they don't 18 Now, the current flow regime which is
19  want huge communities of plants along the banks of the |19 attenuated winier storms and augmented summer flow
20 stream. They feed primarily on insects, and the adults 20 allows for the establishment of native riparian
21 prefer a couple of different species of ants. 21 vegetation along the bed and banks. And these areas
22 They're susceptible to predation by a number of 22 historically contain very little vegetation. Now, they
23 species, a lot of them native. In fact, some sensitive 23 provide dense cattails, and alder thickets have grown in
24 species like the two-stripe garter snake are known to 24 these side channels.
25 feed on Arroyo toads, but they are really susceptible to | 25 Now, this is used to support breeding and _
10 12 §
1 exotic species, primarily bullfrogs, crayfish and 1 rearing habitat for this animal, but because of the
2 large-mouth bass. 2 increased hydrology and summer water, this has been
3 Now, the Endangered Special Act protects this 3 allowed to flourish. And this vegetation would not
4 species. This species was listed in 1994. And, 4 historically have occurred in that location in the
5 basically, what the act says is that all federal 5 creek. One of the things that is important about this
6 agencies are almost mandated to provide programs forthe | 6 is this habitat, though it locks beautiful, is not
7 conservation of this species, and that any action, 7 natural for this system.
8 individual or done by an agency, that could threaten a 8 What this summer water does and what this
9 species requires consultation. And if that is going to 9 vegetation does is it eliminates habitat that that
10  occur, they typically have to get an incidental take 10 animal would use. it also leads to channelization of
11  permit to do any kind of action that could affect this 11 the creek. What that basically means is as the creek
12 species. 12 gets narrow, it gets deeper, it increases the water
13 This is actually an Arroyo toad that was 13 velogity, which also robs the substrate of sediment and
14 crushed by a vehicle. You can see it's a bit flattened. 14 soils that these animals would use for rearing habitat
15 And that's a common way that these species are killed in 15 atlater stages. And what you end up getting over a
16 these areas. They come out on the roads and are crushed |16 period of time is a boulder-dominated creek bed that
17 by vehicles. 17 doesn't provide habitat for many native species.
18 On Piru Creek, Arroyo toads are located in a 18 Also, this water and this vegetation provides a
19 couple of places. One you can't really see is up here 19 wonderful habitat for exotic predators, primarily
20 above the dam in an area called Hard Luck Campground. 1 | 20 bullfrogs. And in certain stretches, although not in
21 believe that campground is now ciosed. 21 large number, there are some bass in here that do feed
22 GINO YOUNG: Seasonally. 22 on these species.
23 MR. HUNTLEY: | am not sure. | thought it may 23 Now, the benefits of simulated natural flow on
24 have been closed. 24  Piru Creek are threefold, right off the front.
25 GINO YOUNG: It's seasonal. 25 Restoring natural flows will provide for the
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1 establishment of natural populations of riparian 1 do to eliminate bullfrog population, it's going to

2 vegetation on this creek. We expect some change in 2 disrupt the reproductive cycle of these animals.

3 habitat structure at certain places because of increased 3 Bulifrogs are native species to the United States but

4 scour and summer desiccation, but we are still going to 4 they're native to the east. They don't belong in this

5 have riparian vegetation there but it's going to be what 5 area. They were imported to California for food in the

6 used to be there. 6 1800's after they eliminated much of the red-legged frog

7 We are also going to redistribute the sediments 7 populations in the Centraf Valley.

8 by allowing the strong winter storms to come through and 8 Bulifrog tadpoles take more than a year to

9 scour out vegetation. It's going to pick up the 9 develop, which means they typically will spend up to two
10 sediments along the bed and banks and redistribute it to 10 yearsin a creek as a tadpole. They don't
11 different locations around the creek. By restoring the 11  metamorphosize into small juvenile toads until after two
12 natural hydrology, you will get these back waters, these 12 vyears.
13 eddies, these sand bars and terraces. These are habitat | 13 Now, native amphibians, particularly Amroyo
14 these species require. 14 toads, they can metamorphose in one season. So they are
15 Interestingly enough, this redistribution of 15 in. As a stream starts to dry up, they're juvenile
16 sediments and restoring natural populations of 16 toads, and they will move into habitat that wouldn't
17 vegetation is also likely to help other nalive species 17 otherwise probably support them.
18 that are living in this area. But the key thing here is 18 In brief summary, natural flows will benefit
19 the decrease in populations of exofic predators. 18 the toads in a couple ways. We talked about them, It's
20 Bultfregs have been demonstrated to virtually 20 going to reduce vegetative overgrowth, which means it
21 eliminate many native species from the creek once they 21 will help eliminate these dense populations of riparian
22 getinthere. They are voracious predators. And once 22 habitat that's encroached on the siream bed. It's going
23 they are in, they will clean out everything. They will 23 to allow natural flocds to redistribute sediments. We
24 eat anything they can get in their mouth. 24 are not going to attenuate winter storms fo the degree
25 Some of the exotic predators that we are 25 we have.

14 16 B

1 dealing with on Piru Creek are bullfrogs, the 1 So this vegetation will, hopefully, be ripped

2 large-mouth bass, crayfish -- and we threw it in 2 clean. #t may not happen for three or four or five

3 there -- invasive plants. That can also be native and 3 years, depending on the storm circles, but ultimately it

4 nonnative plants. We say "invasive" because they are 4  will occur. And the key thing is it's going to lead to

5 acting in a way they shouldn't normally do or they don't 5 areduction in nonnative predators. And the key animal

6 normally do in this habitat. 6 we are trying to eliminate in this cycle is the

7 This is a photograph of an Arroyo toad antenna 7 bulifrog. And by having natural stream flows or

8 which is connected to the toad inside the belly of a 8 simulated natural stream flows, there's a really good

9 bullfrog. This was eaten by this animal. And, 9 chance this animal will recover in this stream
10 apparently, the researchers tracked it and then found 10 And | think that is it. Thank you.
11 the animal that had been eaten by this toad. 11 MS. WALKER: Just briefly for you, | would like
12 These things will eat anything. In fact, Fish 12 o go over very quickly the environmental review process
13 and Game -- some studies that | have been working with | 13  for the Environmental impact Report.
14 them on, they found that builfrogs eat garter snakes, 14 We published a notice of preparation, which is
15 just anything. And in fact, once they eliminate the 15 the formal notification to public agencies that DWR was
16 native species, they start actually in on the other 16 preparing -- getting ready to prepare an Environmental
17 exotics. So they will eat the crayfish if they can get 17 Impact Report in May of this year.
18 their paws around it. 18 Following the NOP, we had a public scoping
19 Now, natural flows will reduce these aquatic 19 meeting here aimost exactly seven months ago, at which
20 predators because they change conditions back to a 20 point we described the praoposed project and what it
21 normal state that is not favorable to these animals. 21 would entail. We also talked a little bit about what we
22 These guys like deep water; they want year-round flow; {22 thought were the most of salient issues of the DEIR, and
23 and they want dense vegetation which they can shelter |23 we asked for public comment and agency comments on what [
24 in. 24  they thought should be within the scope of the EIR. '
25 One of the other things that natural flows will 25 The most salient comments we received at the
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1 time, either verbally at the meeting or in letters, were 1 there is a — actually, it's a bit complicated — but
2 water resources, biological resources and potential 2 the power plant between Pyramid and Castaic is actually
3 impacts on the trout fisheries. 3 operated by the Los Angeles Depariment of Water and .
4 The Draft Environmental Impact Report was 4 Power. And we have an agreement with them where we're |
5 adopted with the State Clearing House on November 8, and ] 5 in a power sharing arrangement with that, but we are the
6 it was also distributed to about 120 parties, mostly 8 owners of the FERC license. And that FERC license
7 agencies, but also public parties, as well. The DEIR 7 includes Pyramid Reservair, and it includes our
8 public agency review period is 60 days for this project, 8 operation of releases from Pyramid Reservoir.
9 which is a little bit unusual. If's normally only 30 9 Now, Article 52 of our FERC license requires
10 days, but it will run through January 7 of this year. 10 that we maintain a summer augmented release from the
11 Infact, we're having a public meeting this evening 11 reservoir, as we discussed earlier. And the purpose of
12 where you can give verbal comments. 12 thatis to maintain a trout fishery. That was required
13 Once the 60-day review period ends, we will 13 in our FERC license. And as such, we have been
14 publish the final EIR, which we currently hope will be 14 basically operating to meet that up until now. And as
15 adopted with the State Clearing House on January 31. 15 Chris and | discussed earlier, the Endangered Special
16 The final EIR wili not be as entire as this 16 Act comes along and says, wait a minute, you got to
17 DEIR. It will have all of the comments received on the 17 rethink this.
18 DEIR; it will have responses to all the comments 18 So after we're through with this process, the
19 received; and it will have any text changes that may 19 CEQA process, assuming that the department adopts the
20 have occurred as a function of the comments that we 20 final EIR and moves ahead with the proposed action, is
21 received. 21 we will have to then initiate a FERC action in which we
22 There will be a brief, ten-day period for 22  will request of FERC to amend our license. And we will
23 agency and public review of the final DEIR. DWR will 23 ask them specifically to amend Article 52 of our license
24 make a decision on the project and either choose to 24 io replace the current flow releases in that with this
25 certify or not certify the EIR on February 10. And it 25 simulated release schedule. And in that, we will
18
1 will actually be adopted with the State Clearing House 1 actually give more or iess a schedute that pretty much
2 on February 11. There will then be a 30-day statutory 2 is the same thing that is in the EIR to FERC as to how
3 statute of limitations for the project and 3 we are going to operate.
4 implementation, | believe, in February or March until 4 FERC wili go through a process similar to this
5 March 13, when the project will actually be implemented 5 on their own. And FERC doesn't do things in - they
6 if approved. 6 don't do things in parallel with you; they do things
7 Again, as on the back page, the DEIR and final 7 sequentially. So we tried to get FERC involved in this
8 EIR will be available for public review. 8 so that we could run the parallel path, and they won't
9 And Eva Begley, who is unfortunately not here 9 dothat.
10 tonight, is project manager for EIR. And you can fax or 10 So essentially, when we're done, we will make a
11 write her comments to this address on the back of the 11 request of FERC, and then FERC will go through an
12 comment card. Her address is there, as well. So if 12 environmental review. They will allow pubfic comment on
13 after this meeting you feel that you would like to put 13 basically the same thing we are talking about here, and
14 down comments, all you have to do is fill out the card, 14 then they will take action on it.
15 put a stamp onit, and put it in the mail, and we will 15 So that will be sometime in the future,
16 receive those comments. We only ask thatyoutrytoget | 16 probably either next year or maybe the year after that
17 them in to us by the end of day January 8, because that 17 before there would be FERC action.
18 is the end of the comment period. 18 Now, what we anticipate doing is since the Fish
19 Then there is a function of this project that 19  and Wildlife Service is pretty anxious for us to stop
20 has to do with approval by the Federal Energy Regulatory | 20 the incidental take of the Arroyo toads, we will
21 Commission. And Dan is going to talk to you a little 21 probably notify FERC and request that we be allowed to
22 bit about how that process works. 22 proceed on this on an interim basis. And so we would
23 MR. PETERSON: FERC regulates hydro power 23 request that they grant approval for us to begin this
24 projects in the United States. And as such, they 24 new flow release or simulated natural flow beginning in
25 regulate our operation of Pyramid Reservoir because 25 mid-March of next year. ‘
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1 So we will notify FERC. When we're finished 1 the dam.

2 with our process, they will undergo a similar process - 2 We looked at five different alternatives, and

3 not quite the same, but similar. And at some point in 3 they included the no-project alternative, which is

4 time in the future -- probably at least a year from 4 effectively maintaining operations of the dam as they

5 now -- would issue an opinion or issue a new order for 5 occur right now.

6 us in which they would order us to do what we ask them | 6 The second altemative, which was referred to

7 todo. 7 as alternative two in the DEIR, is reversion to the

8 So we would have to request an amendment to our | 8 original FERC license, 2426. And basically, what that

9 license, and that process would be on the tail end of 9 one would entail is that water-based flows would be kept
10 this. And other than that, that's about it. That's 10 at 5 CFS plus storm releases between November 16 and
11 what we know at this point in time. 11 April 30. And in between May 1 and November 15, there's
12 MS. WALKER: Now, we're going to talk a little 12 abase stead stream of about 10 CFS. And then there's
13 bit about the EIR and its scope. 13 slight increases or decreases in that basic stream
14 Before we do start, | just wanted to review 14 release based on ambient air temperatures.
15 with you -- | guess start with the focus of the EIR, 15 The third one, altemative three, is steady,
16 which was on water resources, biological resources, 16 low-summer flows. This is effectively the save as the

17 cultural and paleontolegical resources and recreation. 17 no project alternative, except between May 1 and
18 And this is what we had identified at the time we 18 November 17, a steady flow of 5 or possibly 10 CFS would
18 published the NLP and have maintained it ever since. 19 be maintained in the creek.
20 CEQA requires that you look at a whole suite of 20 The fourth is altemating summer flows. And
21 environmental resource or issue areas when you dc an |21  this is a little bit more complicated, which is actually
22 environmental review document. These are the other 22 two scenarios wrapped together. And that's that the
23 resources that we locked at in the environmental impact |23 no project condition, existing conditions, would be
24 report. 24 maintained for anywhere from two to four years, followed
25 We base them on criteria set forth by CEQA. 25 by one to two years of simulating the natural flow of

22

1 And impacts associated with all of these resource were 1 the creek. In total, we would rotate between these two

2 either found to be no impact or less than significant 2 things for a period of about five years.

3 impact. 3 The fifth alternative we looked at was no state

4 CEQA also requires that any EIR look at more, 4  water delivered to Lake Piru. As Dan referred to

5 if you will, big-picture issues. And they would include 5 earlier, there is 3150 acre feet per year allowable

6 growth-inducing impacts, significant irreversible 6 delivery into Lake Piru and Lake Piru Creek. And it

7 environmental changes, cumulative impacts, which speaks | 7 typically happens in November to the end of February.

8 to the impacts of this proposed project, in addition to 8 I'm going to talk very briefly about the most

9 impacts that occur with other projects that are proposed 9 salient points for water resources, biological
10 inthe area. And then what we do is significant 10 resources, culiural resources and recreation.
11 unavoidable environmental impacts. Sometimes, we also 11 Before | begin, | think it would be good to :
12 refer to this as an impact that you cannot mitigate to a 12 maybe review with you how we categorize our impacts. ;
13 level of less significant impact. 13 They're defined by CEQA, which is the driver for the
14 CEQA also requires that when you write an 14 EIR.
15 environmental impact report, you look at alternatives. 15 Basically, our impacts can be no impact, a less
16 The exact wording for CEQA is "a range of usable 16 than significant impact, a significant impact that can
17 alternatives.” The altematives have to meet basic 17 be mitigated to less than significant, a significant
18 objectives of the project. 18 impact that cannot be mitigated to less than
19 In this particular instance, we're looking at 19 significant -- and this is what we call the unavoidable
20 avoiding the taking of the Arroyo toad in middle Piru 20 impact -- and we can also have beneficial impacts.
21 Creek. So as opposed to a more straightforward 21 And how we categorize these impacts and apply
22 development project, we couldn't look at other 22 them to the project is based on very specific CEQA
23 locations. We had to ook at middle Piru Creek. And 23 protocol and guidelines.
24 that pretty much limited our alternatives and 24 For water resources, eight impact issue areas
25 evaluations to looking at different ways of operating 25 were addressed. Very briefly, those eight categories

23

25 :.:
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1 were violation of water quality standards for waste 1 deter the public from going into the creek under ficod
2 discharge requirements, depletion of ground water 2 conditions.
3 supplies or interference with ground water recharge, 3 For biclogical resources, there were four
4 alteration of existing drainage patterns that cause 4 impact issue areas addressed. Among them were the loss
5 erosion, creation of off-site saltation, increased 5 or damage of nonnative plant species and plant and
6 surface water runoff which could cause flooding on or 6 wildlife species, the loss or damage of sensitive
7 off site, increased in surface runoff water which can 7 plants, the loss or damage of sensitive natural
8 exceed the capacity of existing or planned storm water 8 biological communities, and the loss or damage of
9 drainage systems, additional sources of polluted runoff 9 sensitive fauna or wildlife.
10 or other degradation of water quality, and eight, 10 In all four instances, the EIR concludes there
11 exposure of people or structures of risk due to 11 would be no significant impacts that would occur that
12 flooding. 12 would require mitigation. And in severat instances,
13 Out of those impact issue areas, two were 13 additional impacts were identified, particularly as they
14 identified as having potentially significant impacts. 14 related to the Amoyo toad, California red-legged flog
15 The first was for alteration of existing drainage 15 and two-stripe garter snake.
16 patterns that would cause erosion. 16 The culture and paleontological resources, we
17 The winter releases that would occur into the 17 had two impact issue areas identified. And one is
18 Middle Piru Creek will increase erosion in the creek. 18 potential effects and the prehistoric and historic
19 There will be more water going through the creek more 19 resources, and the cther is on paleontological or fossil
20 quickly. And particularly after large storm events, you 20 resources.
21 could see very large volumes of water. 21 Basically, these impacts boiled down to the
22 This has the potential to threaten via erosion 22 increase in — the increase in the rate of erosion along
23 the infrastructure within Middle Piru Creek, 23 the creek. And therefore, you have an increased degree
24 particularly Old Highway 99 and Olid Highway 99 bridges. |24 of exposure of cultural resources or paleontological
25 There are also fiber optic cables in there. 25 resources that may occur. ¥
286 28 F
1 We identified what we referred to in the EIR as 1 However, these impacts are found to be less
2 mitigation H3, which is to conduct an engineering 2 than significant for two reasons. Primarily, the first
3 analysis to establish how to study erosion that may be 3 is that we are returning the creek to its natural
4 caused by the project and how to monitor the 4 hydrology. And therefore, that exposure would be as it
5 infrastructure so that no significant erosion, or 5 would occur naturally. Nothing unusual would be
6 erosion with damage, happens to that infrastructure. 6 happening to these resources as a function of the
7 The second impact that was identified as being 7 project
8 potentially significant was exposure to the people or 8 And the second is that that exposure rate
9 structures due to increased flooding risks. Basically, 9 wouldn't have anything to do with any direct human
10 under the proposed project, what would potentially be 10 contact or human-induced disturbance. And therefore, it |§
11 happening, given any given year's storm events, is that 11 was found to be less than significant. ;
12  we would be increasing the number of days that the creek | 12 For recreation, four impact issue areas, again,
13 could have flows of 450 CFS from four days per year to 13 were identified. And they include altered use of Middle
14 eight days to year. 14 Piru Creek recreational facilities leading to its
15 And in doing that we increased the risk to 15 physical deterioration; altered use of other
16 people trying to cross the creek. And that stands not 16 recreational facilities leading to their physical
17 only for people trying to cross the creek, but alsc any 17 deterioration — that's because of users from Middle
18 vehicles trying to cross the creek. And thatis a 18 Piru Creek that may relocate to other recreational
19 threshold that is estabiished as triggering potentially 19 areas - third is potential impacts, altered
20 significant impact. 20 opportunities for anglers because of the trout fishery;
21 The DEIR has mitigation measure M8 which is for 21 and the fourth is on potentially altered opportunities
22 DWR to develop a flood warning system in consultation 22 for rafters and kayakers.
23 with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and to post 23 Out of all of these impacts, the key impact
24 signage for the public around the Piru Creek, | think 24 issue area for this was altered opportunities for the
25 particularly in the area of Fisherman Flat, to try to 25 anglers. In its analysis, a few things were noted in
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1 the EIR for this. The first is that there would 1 questions at this point.
2 definitely be an impact on the trout during the summer. 2 Yes.
3 There would typically be very littte flow int the creek 3 REX PRAY: First, if you would speak up, it
4 during the summer months, if any at all, and that would 4  would help for the more aged people to hear you.
5 jeopardize the trout population. 5 We are co-owners of a piece of property at the
6 The creek is also stocked by California 6 ftower end of the area that is not going to be impacted.
7 Department of Fish and Game. It's part of FERC 7 Ihave been hiking up this stream for 25 years, been
8 licensing for DWR. Stock is only — the creek is only 8 fishing it for 25 years. Grant you, | am not up there
9 stocked between November and May, and the peak angling | 9 365 days a year, but 18,000 cubic feet of water is going
10 happens only between January and May. Very little is 10 to wipe out big sections of our property, wash out roads
11  observed between the months of July and September. 11 we have put in on property that we own. And it's going
12 So my idea for mitigating potential impact on 12 to wipe out the fishing.
13 anglers is to increase the number of trout stocked 13 And | don't know who did the survey. [ don't
14 during the winter months, which is their preferred time 14 go to Frenchman's Flat anymore. | am afraid to go to
15 to bein the creek, anyway. The FERC license currently 15 Frenchman's Flat anymore. Itis unsafe. Cars are
16 allows up to 4000 pounds of trout to be stocked in the 16 vandalized, cars are shot at.
17 creek. But Fish and Game currently is only stocking 17 There's a number of us from Ventura County who
18 3000 pounds. So the idea is to add an additional 18 fish Piru Creek all year long. In the middle of the
19 thousand pounds of trout at Frenchman's Flat and see if 19 summer, we're having a ball catching fish.
20 that mitigates that impact. 20 I have heard nothing about eradicating the
21 The last thing that CEQA requires is that the 21 bullfrog, of which in 25 years, | have seen them at g
22 EIR provide what we refer to as the environmental 22 pumerous lakes in Ventura County. | have never seen nor
23 preferred alternative. And there are two real criteria 23 heard a bullfrog on Piru Creek.
24 that need to be considered when we make this evaluation. |24 Unfortunately, did not have a copy of the EIR.
25 The firstis that you need to consider the overall 25 None was sent to the property owners that | am aware of. [
30 32k
1 project need and objectives, what are we trying to 1 MS. WALKER: Actually, copies were sent to all
2 achieve here and how reasonably and feasibly can it 2 property owners. We went through the Ventura County
3 done. The second thing you need to do is weigh the 3 Assessor's Office.
4 advantages and all the disadvantages and all the various 4 REX PRAY: Mr. Richey is registered. He’s on
5 alternatives as they apply to project purposes, as well. 5 the tax bill. He never got one.
6 The comparative analysis for the DEIR is found 6 JOE RICHEY: | got one now. | never heard a
7 in Chapter 6, and there is a summary of each in there. 7 thing or nothing.
8 Out of all the alternatives, the proposed 8 REX PRAY: You made a cornment that at 450 CFS,
9 project, and in State Water Project Table A, water 9 it would be unsafe for a vehicle to cross the stream.
10 deliveries to Piru Creek alternatives, were considered 10 What is going to happen at 18,0007 How will we access
11 to be two of the top contenders for the environmentaily 11 our property that has two stream crossings?
12 preferred alternative. 12 | am sorry. | am just a little appalled at
13 These two alternatives had the greatest number 13 this whole event.
14 of advantages, ten in total, and have the fewest number 14 And my name is Rex Pray, P-R-A-Y, and | will
15 of disadvantages, which were only four in total. 15 calm down and let Joe take over.
16 The environmentally preferred alternative for 16 MR. HUNTLEY: Can I just interject here.
17 the EIR was chosen to be the proposed project becauseit |17 REX PRAY: Absolutely.
18 does have the greatest number of advantages, and also 18 GINO YOUNG: | am with the Department of Water
19 achieved the objectives of the project, which is in part 19 Resources and Operations for Pyramid Lake. And we have
20 to deliver state water deliveries to Lake Piru. 20 released that in some of those last few years you are
21 With that in tow, we would like to open it up 21 talking. In the last 25 years we have released how many
22 for a small group here. And | know a lot of us are from 22 times total?
23 the agencies. We would like to make this as interactive 23 REX PRAY: 18,000 CFS.
24 as we possibly can. 24 GINO YOUNG: The maximum we can get out of
25 1 guess | will just open it up for comments and 25 that. We have diverted flow.
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1 REX PRAY: | would like to understand, then, 1 will not have a thousand volunteers out there with
2 the discrepancy between the stream gauges put on there 2 spears to spear your bullfrogs. And if that does not
3 by USGS that have never reached anything close to 3 affect them, | will be very surprised.
4 18,000 CFS. 4 MR. HUNTLEY: Eradication of bullfrogs is a
5 GINO YOUNG: | think in February we released 5 very effective way of trying to eliminate them, but as
6 15,000. 6 far as ensuring the population of animals, it's just one
7 MS. WALKER: | am not a hydrologist. So the 7 of the things. Bullfrogs isn't the main concern.
8 questions you are asking are good and fine. { just 8 The key thing affecting the Arroyo toad is the
9 can't respond. 9 flow regulation and the way the flow goes. That's what
10 REX PRAY: | appreciate everyone joining in. 10 affects that endangered species. The increase in exotic
11 That's fine and | appreciate it. 11 predators, the increase in the flow velocity of water,
12 GINOC YOUNG: My name is Gino Young, Department | 12 and the increase in the vegetation -- not nonnative
13 of Water Resources. 13 vegetation by itself, but the cattails and the other
14 MS. WALKER: There is also attenuation that 14 things, that effectively eliminates habitat use by that
15 happens going down the creek. So what is released at 15 animal. So there is a multiple --
16 18,000 CFS at the dam is not actually what occurs 16 REX PRAY: Where does this toad habitate?
17 eighteen miles down, 17 MR. HUNTLEY: Actually, by your property, there
18 REX PRAY: There is actually more because there 18 are a number of Artoyo toads. In fact, Nancy Sanburn,
19 is numerous small feeders feeding and there is numerous [ 19  who isn't here today -~ 1 went out in the field with her
20 springs in the creek. 20 one day and she found several egg masses just above.
21 Can anyone here tell me what kind of quantity 21 And historically, they have bred and reproduced. She
22 of bullfrogs are up there in the stream. 22 identified a number of populations.
23 MR. HUNTLEY: Actually -- my name is Chris 23 Just down from the barb wire fence -- you know
24 Huntiey — especially in Upper Piru — in Middie Piru 24 where your road crossing is -- there is a road crossing
25 Creek below the dam, we have done numerous surveys in |1 25  that lead us up to the big mesa where your property is.  §
34 36 |
1 the last few months. And there are literafly thousands 1 There were actually historic breeding populations both
2 of bullfrogs below Pyramid Lake. 2 up and downstream at that location, up and below Agua
3 | can't speak for the area down -- do you own 3 Blanca Creek, and there are still some populations in
4 the home out there? 4 the creek there right now, but Nancy hasn't seen some of
5 REX PRAY: Yes. 5 the animals for a couple of years, because the habitat
6 MR. HUNTLEY: | have actually walked the creek 6 has been encroached.
7 inthat area, and that is a more swiftly running section 7 So it's not solely builfrogs. And | won't
8 ofthe creek. During the time | was there during the 8 argue. | haven't been out in your area enough times.
9 day, | didn't see bulifrogs in that area, but in the ] But as an example, Fish and Game and myself
10 upper region, | can take you out there any time. The 10 have been working on below Pyramid Dam at night, and we
11 area is packed with bullfrogs. 11 removed over 144 bullfrogs in about five days of just '
12 JOE RICHEY: Below Pyramid, | agree there isn't 12 going out and collecting. So they're just packed in
13 any question. 13 that stretch.
14 MR. HUNTLEY: | would say fikely the area just 14 JOE RICHEY: My name is Joe Richey, and | have
15 below Blue Point Campground is a good habitat for 15 akeen interest in this issue. | am going to read most
16 bullfrogs, as well. 16 of this only because | tend to wander if | don't and
17 REX PRAY: The number of times that | have 17 also you will all be bored and wish | had shut up.
18 camped overnight and days | have heen up there, the days | 18 For the last fifteen years, | have been
19 | have hiked from 4:00 a.m. until 7:00 o'clock before | 19 intimately familiar with Piru Creek in the canyon
20 even saw another human being, never heard one. 20 between Lake Pyramid and Lake Piru. ]
21 There are fly fishing clubs. There are at 21 THE REPORTER: Excuse me. You are reading way
22 least four or five fly fishing clubs that have 22 too fast. There is no way | could possibly record what |
23 volunteered in Ventura and Santa Barbara Counties to 23 you are saying at that speed.
24 remove nonnative vegetation from streams on their own 24 JOE RICHEY: {'ll give you a copy of this when
25 time, their own efforts. And | will be stunned if you 25 I'mdone.
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1 Fly fishing, hiking, camping, observing nature 1 left anything on the door.
2 in one of the most beautiful canyons in Southemn 2 REX PRAY: 1 go on a little bit further to page
3 California. | am very cognizant of the delicate balance 3 3-84, paragraph 3.3.4, which describes the typography of
4 of nature we have in this canyon, but I'm not an 4 my propenty pretly clearly.
5 environmental activist. ! am an active 5 "Na physical evidence of the
6 environmentalist. 6 road from Blue Point Campground to my
7 The incredible advantage we have because of 7 ranch or my lease was identified
8 Lake Pyramid is unparalleled. Piru Creek, with its 8 during the survey." That is a good
9 vyear-round releases from the lake, is Southern 9 one.
10 California's most stable trout habitat. 10 As you can clearly see from the 2003 satellite
11 Nine years ago, | purchased the Whitaker Ranch 11 photograph, which | will leave with you folks, this
12 and built a small cabin for recreational use. | also 12 piece of property is mine. Blue Point Campground is
13 leased the property known as Kesters Camp. My property [ 13 here. That road is so vivid that it can be seen from a
14 consists of about 112 acres, and | lease the property 14 satellite. Now, if that is a road that is gone or
15 next to me to Kesters Camp, which is 160 acres, and alsc | 15 poorly maintained, | guess | am not into maintaining.
16 an 80-acre section on top of the mountain known as the 16 To enter our ranch one much cross the stream at
17 potholes. 17 two distinct locations. The EIR goes on to state.
18 My property is located on the EIR in page 3-56 18 "There is the potential for
19 and 3-58 of the maps, and it is labeled at Whitaker 19 previously unidentified components of
20 Ranch site. 20 the Whitaker Ranch located adjacent
21 As you can see from your proposal, the proposed 21 to the property to be uncovered due
22 project falls within better than 20 percent of our 22 to increasing flows and erosion.
23 property. | was never notified of the proposal going 23 Additionally, the potential of
24 in. No agency, organization or person called or wrote 24 uncovering these resources is what
25 or tried to identify me. 25 would be anticipated to occur under :
38 20 §
1 | have seen lots of folks in there, but usually 1 pre-dam conditions.”
2 they were candor people, Forest Service people, United 2 Well, in 1969, under pre-dam conditions, it
3 Water people. | never heard of the Aspen Group or 3 washed with the house out, and it's 500 feet south of
4 anyone associated with it. You have been there, and I'm 4 where my house is now. And so | really am startled when
5 there every Saturday, many times every Sunday, several 5 lread,
6 times a week during the week, and have seen folks, but 6 "Although the rate of uncovering
7 no one said zip to me. 7 of the resources due to the increased
8 | will quote a bit of what the EIR states. 8 rate of erosion associated with the
9 "A pedestrian survey of the 9 proposed project may occur, the rate
10 proposed project was conducted in the 10 change would not be considered a
11 spring of 2004. The survey included 11 potentially significant adversive
12 visuatl inspection of the creek 12 impact in itself.”
13 corridor and various small drainages 13 Waell, it certainly would aversely affect me. |
14 feeding the creek.” 14 certainly beg to differ with that.
15 And that would be Agua Blanca and Fish Creek as 15 We constantly maintain the road and the stream
16 well as other small areas. 16 crossings. We have applied for and been granted a
17 “The proposed project area was 17 Stream Bed Alteration Agreement, numbered in here, and
18 surveyed from the creek bed to an 18 you will getit. if you wantto putitin, it's :
19 elevation of 1250 feet above sea 19 R5-2001-0105, with automatic extensions for ten years.
20 level at the northern end of the 20 The high flows proposed in this project will
21 lake,” which is where we're located. 21 obviously destroy our road. The cost of rebuilding the
22 Again, we have a cabin leased there. It's at 22 road after E| Nino was about $5000.
23 exactly 1200 feet elevation. And my property has a 23 We can't hold anyone responsible for Ei Nino.
24 cabin onit at 1153 feet of elevation. But again, 24 That's my problem. | bought a piece of ground that has
25 nobody talked to me; nobody mentioned anything; nobody a stream on it. | buy that risk.
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1 But to knowingly release that kind of flow when 1 middle gorge, there are large numbers of large fish,
2 you know what is going to happen downstream is to me | 2 fourtesn-, sixteen-, seventeen-, eighteen-inch fish.
3 unconscionable. 3 You catch some rainbows up there that have julted jaws. B
4 The next issue | will speak briefly to are the 4 And that means they're the granddaddies. They have been }
5 wild trout issues. And | think you will hear from other 5 there forever. '
6 folks on this one this as the trout clubs get together 6 Now, | can't argue with the fact that prior to
7 before January 7, i hope. 7 the dam being in place, those fish probably weren't
8 "Under the proposed water 8 there. Earlier, before Piru Creek went into place, the
9 project Pyramid Dam would be operated 9 steelhead came up, they spawned, they did their thing,
10 to simulate a natural flow regime 10 they left, the steelhead went back downstream. Some
1 downstream of Pyramid Lake to the 11 rainbow stayed. There are rainbows up in Agua Blanca;
12 extent operationally feasible and 12 there are rainbows in Fish Creek if you go up far
13 consistent with safety requirements. 13  enocugh.
14 Winter high flows of up to 18,000 CFS 14 Even when Agua Blanca goes dry in our
15 would not be attenuated unless there 15 particular area, there are still water flows up above.
16 are safety concemns, and summer 16 And in fact, there are so many fish up there that the
17 releases from Pyramid Dam would not 17 fish never get much bigger that six inches.
18 augmented by release of additional 18 To go forward with this proposal under the
19 water from the reservoir. Under the 19 guise of protection of the Arroyo toad is simply put, in
20 proposed project, there may be summer 20 my words — and | hope | don't offend too many folks —
21 periods of no flow at Blue Point 21  afraud.
22 Campground and approximately 22 Professor Sam Sweet from the University of
23 one-third of the years.” 23 California at Santa Barbara, who literally is the man
24 One doesn't have to be a wild trout biologist 24 who identified this Arroyo toad in '84 and worked to get
25 to know what when all the insects die, even if the water | 25 it on the endangered species in '94 -~ he has said more
a2 a4 |
1 comes back in the winter and the stream comes back out 1 than once -- and | have it in writing — flows as high
2 of the lake or down from upstream, they aren't going to 2 as 90 cubic feet per second will support the
3 be there because there are no insects. The trout go 3 requirements of the Aroyo toad and the rainbow trout.
4  where there is insects. 4 The problem is not the flows but the erratic changes in
5 You had spoken {o the issue of bass. Bass are 5 the flows.
6 anissue that we're concerned about. Total elimination 6 Now, | will give Pyramid Lake credit for
7 of bass would be to simply build a weir at around Blue 7 probably the last eight or nine years, ten years, have
8 Point Campground or below, three feet in height. Bass 8 really kept that flow even. It's been good. The
9 cannot go over a three-foot falis; trout can. Neither 9 summers have been at 20 to 25 cubic feet. Butin
10 can bluegill, sunfish or crappie. All of those exotic 10 earlier years, '91, for example - and | gave the copy
11 species are going to be out of the equation. 11 of the flow — annual flow regime, if you will.
12 The builfrog, | don't know how to contend with. 12 When the flow changes from — let's see, what
13 1 would ask for your help on that. 13 wasit - on May 21, '91, it was 113 cubic feet per
14 Much was written — a substantial amount was 14 second. On May 28, it was cut to 49. From June 1
15 written in here about the recreation arena, but it was 15 through July 2, the flow averaged 50 cubic feet per
16 all based on Frenchman's Flat. Everything was 16 second. Then on July 5 through July 10, it was cut to
17 Frenchman's Flat, the surveys and the whole nine yards. |17 55 cubic feet — from 55 to 20.
18 | don't think anyone surveyed anywhere at our end. 18 This kind of change is what wipes out those egg
19 From Blue Paint up to about Ellis Apiary, for 19 nests. They can't take it. They're either in water
20 those of you who will be in the area, there are 20 that — and they're going to be in slow-moving shallow
21 significant populations of rainbow trout in the six- and 21  water. We have identified them and seen them. They are
22 twelve-inch range in the winter and spring months and 22 going to be high and dry with that kind of stuff.
23 even inthe summer. And then they start finding deep 23 Now, the water temperatures, we talk a lot
24 holes and springs. 24 about water temperatures being so high in the summer the
25 If you go above Ellis Apiary, up into the 25 trout can't handle it. Thatisn't true. These fish are
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1 as capable of survival as the Arroyo toad, if given the 1 have copies of memos of the argument going back and
2 chance. | think they can cohabitate, but | will give 2 forth. One memo even stated that there was a $1 million
3 you an example. 3 issue by continuing to water the stream at 25 cubic feet
4 We have taken temperature readings throughout 4 per second. That was in '96.
5 the stretch of the lake. We had a temperature assessor 5 [ think what we need to do is get the folks
6 set for us — because | couldn't get in there — by the 6 from all of these organizations together to come to some
7 Department of Fish and Game at the base of Pyramid Dam. | 7 equitable arrangement rather than dewatering the stream.
8 We know exactly what the temperature is coming out of 8 Thatis definitely the picture, but if you walked the
9 that dam. 9 entire stream -- did you go all the way up?
10 That chart is also included in my package for 10 MR. HUNTLEY: | have not walked every foot of
11 your use. And when you look at it, if you see these big 11  the stream.
12 scratchy things there because the temperature sensors 12 JOE RICHEY: And | am not trying to telf you |
13 were in my glove compartment, but as they start to get 13 know everything; | don't. | mean you're heads and
14 regular is when they -- will read what we want. 14 shoulders over me when it comes to biology or aquatic
15 This is the base of the dam. On August 1, it 15 biology, but there are so many locations on that
16 was 68 degrees; on September 1, it was 73 degrees; on 16 stream -- as a matter of fact, they even show in the
17  October 1, it was 72, and just started coming down to 17 picture of my land how many areas are all sand beds, all
18 about 51 in the winter. 18 sand that the Arroyo toad loves. We know where they
19 Now, the big issue is how much does it heat up 18 are. The very low end of my property -
20 coming downstream. This is the temperature sensor half 20 MR. HUNTLEY: | have walked through the creek
21 mile above Agua Blanca Creek. On August 1 of that same | 21 up through that narrow gorge.
22 vyear, the low temperature of the morning at 6:00 a.m. 22 REX PRAY: That ideally can be laden with the
23 was 70 degrees. It's 69 degrees coming out of Pyramid, 23 Aroyo toad. One area that is just nothing but sand and
24 it's 70 degrees at Piru Creek. At 6:00 p.m., itwas 24 slow-moving water. They love it; we have seen them
25 79 degrees, a very unhealthful temperature for trout, 25 there; we are very careful of them. We don't allow wild
46 48 K
1 butthem manage. They find undercuts, holes, deepruns, | 1 traffic or people going offroad. | give friends permits
2 springs, whatever they find, and they survive, 2 to come in, but no offroad travel, no parking in Blue
3 Before | ramble too far -- and | am so capable 3 Point. 1 can't go a lot further than | have gone, but |
4 ofit— I would just like to say | think that if we 4 just plead our case that devastating this canyon would
5 could get a consensus from everyone — | would like to 5 be probably the most unreasonabile thing that can be
6 get a consensus from everyone that drying up Piru Creek 6 done.
7 is not going to solve this problem. The Arroyo toad is 7 | am here to tell you | am -- | want the Arroyo
8 going to survive. It has for many, many years in spite 8 toad there, without any question. | believe the weir
9 ofus. 9 that could be placed below our property would stop some
10 [ think it's those erratic flows that is the 10 of these exotic species, where we have even volunteered
i1 most harmful. If the flows were whatever are agreed to 11 to build those, but we never get a response from anyone.
12 by ali parties, reasonable parties -- | have invited 12 No one seems to want to take up that issue.
13 CalTrout to get into this issue. | think they need to 13 And | know your concern would be that is nice
14 lock atit. | think that there are already statutes on 14 now but what happens ten years from now. Those are
15 the State of California’s books that require a stream 15 things we have to work out.
16 not dewatered. 16 I will shut up and who should | give this copy
17 Now, | don't have that law in my hand. And, 17 to.
18 again, you folks represent the State, most of you. So 18 We have more than one copy if you would like.
19 the state is the state. You can adjust those laws as 19 MS. WALKER: Thank you very much.
20 youneed. 20 Any other comments?
21 But | truly believe that this issue is more 21 MR. PETERSON: | will try to address some of
22 about the organizations that can't seem to work 22 his comments. | guess maybe | would like to say a few
23 together. The administration of Piru Creek and Pyramid 23 things.
24 are kind of always as odds. | don't know what goes on; 24 MS. WALKER: A lot of his comments regarding
25 ldon'twork there. | just hear bits and pieces. | 25 the stream flow, we will address them for you.
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1 Certainly, as referenced before, | am not a hydrologist, 1 REX PRAY: Exactly how would the 25 affect the
2 sol cannot speak for -- 2 toad?
3 REX PRAY: | would much rather come here as a 3 GINO YOUNG: Because it promotes so much
4 friend, because a lot more can be done if we can speak 4 growth.
5 to each other. 1 am worried, selfishly — | arm worried 5 MR. HUNTLEY: Chris Huntley.
6 |won't have access to my property in the winter. if in 6 There's a couple of things that have gone on,
7 fact we have a prolonged period - we won't cross the 7 and you have touched upon a couple of very accurate
8 stream if it's over 100 cubic feet per second. And 8 statements. The wide fluctuation of flows, releases
9 there are a few times with | got across the stream with 9 from the dam, is one of the major contributors to
10 rocks in the bed of my truck so | could back out of 10 harming this animal.
11  there. 11 And what happens when there is this release of
12 So | was actually a little rude to someone who 12  water when it's not -- it's not the rainy season is
13 said you released large quantities of water. We're in 13 during a period when the toads are just metamorphosing.
14 there every week and we can almost always getin except | 14 This is not on par with what natural stream flow would
15 after a storm. 15 be, and then it washes these animals the juvenile
16 GINO YOUNG: That is the only time we are 16 animals down.
17 talking about. Just two or three days and it's down to 17 What DWR is proposing is if you have a storm
18 €0, 40, 20. | apologize. | thought you meant you 18 and water comes in, water goes out. This is consistent
19 released up to 18,000. i we have to to save the 19  with most of the Arroyo toads. They leave the stream
20 integrity of the dam and release the water, we just have 20 during this period of time during the high periods of
21 to doit and that's the only time we do it. 21 flow.
22 REX PRAY: There is no problem with that. Like 22 What refeasing 25 CFS has done over the last
23 | said, El Nino, we were hoping it wouldn't take the dam 23 few years, it has — as you guys have probably seen
24 out. So!understand that, but my concern is planned 24 this — the biologists from the forest service and
25 release of water that is geoing to cost me a whole lot of 25 experts who work in that field indicated to me that :
50 52 §
1 money to put the road back in. 1 these areas that were once cobbling beds and little side
2 GINO YOUNG: Let me assure you — Gino Young, 2 back waters and things, are now slowly filling up with
3 that - our releases are planned, that we don't just 3 vegetation because the summer water, having this 25 CFS
4 release them. Because this water is valuable to us. So 4 going through there all summer long, provides hydrology
5 we don'tjust release it. We release it because we must 5 that allows these plants to just survive, when normally,
6 for the downstream users, which is United, and that's 6 they wouldn't under a natural stream flow there, which
7 their water. And we try to maintain a — for years we 7 means having enough winter storms to scour this
8 tried to maintain this fishery, and this fishery was 8 vegetation free. Itis just like watering your lawn.
9 done under the FERC license that Dan was talking about, 9 With more water, the plants continue to grow.
10 Federal Energy and Regulatory Commission, where we had | 10 And what this does for the toad, this removes
11 to make changes every day according to temperature 11 habitat this toad has to have. it cannot breed in a
12 changes every day, if it was either 10, 15, 20, 25 CFS, 12 25 CFS flowing. That is too deep; the water is too
13 depending on how high it was every day. 13 fast; and they can't — their egg masses don't survive
14 REX PRAY: Those changes are good ones. 14 as the juvenile toads can't survive.
15 GINO YOUNG: That's what they are telling us 15 { can't speak for Sam Sweet. You mentioned a
16 was not good for the Arroyo toad and we have to quit 16 number of 90 CFS.,
17 that. So then when we went to the 25 CFS release, and 17 REX PRAY: Up to 90.
18 that has been perfect because that was good for the 18 MR. HUNTLEY: Fluctuation is a big problem.
18 fishing people and good for United. It seemed like a 19 Arroyo toads are founds on creek that have hundreds of
20 good way to go. But then Fish and Wildlife Service told 20 CFS flows, thousands even, at different times, but they
21 us that we were taking the toad by doing this and then 21 stilt provide the kind of back water little eddy areas
22 inducing these predators. 22 that these animals need to live, because they cannot
23 REX PRAY: Asa— 23 successfully reproduce in a contained, channelized
24 GINO YOUNG: We're, like you, just trying to 24  stream.
25 get along with everybody. 25 But consistent summer flows just allows
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1 vegetation not normally to be there at that density to 1 and | would be concemned about having my property
2 show up. Maybe if they released winter storms and 2 impacted, as well,
3 allowed them to scour through and provide these little 3 REX PRAY: Again, Rex Pray. Inthe 25 years | .
4 side channels — you live next to that big alluvial fan 4 have been hunting up there, | have come around a corner
5 where you can see that there is historic channels all 5 knowing that there is a deep hole there, and that deep
6 through there. 6 hole, six feet deep, is now four feet high with sand.
7 | walked up the creek and you could see where 7 Somewhere upstream or downsiream is a new hole. And
8 20 years ago that creek was more toward your property | 8 this is historically under the exact conditions that we
9 and it's moved over. And you can see the vegetation. 9 are talking about today.
10 And now it's all growing in with weeds. 10 Now, what | am hearing is you are geing to wipe
11 Under a moere natural system, that channel would | 11 out fourteen miles of stream for a half a mile --
12 meander back and forth over time, and you would have | 12 MR. HUNTLEY: No, sir.
13 rows of trees and then scoured out areas, where now it | 13 REX PRAY: The bullfrog is confined to
14 is just kind of a monoculture of plants. 14 Frenchman's Flat which is no more than, okay, two miles.
15 REX PRAY: Let me ask a question. Ideally - 15 And now we are going to wipe out thirteen miles of
16 and this is gong to be speculation on your part — 16 additional stream. We're going to wipe out fishing;
17 ideally, how many Arrayo toads would you consider a 17 we're going to wipe out anything that the two of us like
18 healthy population in that fifteen-mile stretch? 18 to de, that our grandkids are going to be doing, all the
19 MR. HUNTLEY: | don'tknow. | am not an expert | 18 reasons we are up there,
20 to say on the population dynamics. So anything | could | 20 You will block our access part of the year,
21 tell you would be speculation. 21 which natural flows have done. We can live with that.
22 REX PRAY: What | was getting at, there are so |22 We can live with $5000 to put a road back in. Not if -
23 many areas they do that would be perfect for them. 23 and! cannot tell you this for a fact -- my guess is
24 MR. HUNTLEY: While there are a number of 24 part of the permit for that dam was also flood control.
25 spots -- you indicated thers is some sandy and gravelly | 25 | don't know that for a fact. ;
54 56 §
1 areas — and there are some toads up there, but when | 1 No? Okay.
2 walked up with Nancy Sanburn -- she is a Forest Service 2 MR. HUNTLEY: As far as the sediment and the
3 person - she showed me where the animals had bredafew | 3 moving sediments, you do get a certain level of
4 years ago and then walked to sites and now vegetation 4 sediment, but your storms are attenuating. Whatis
5 has encroached on it, and these animals can't breed 5 happening with the sediment and where you are getting it
6 there. 6 s this continuous flow, this 25 CFS. What it's doing
7 So they are now breeding in areas that aren't 7 is degrading the sediment from the creek upstream and
8 conducive to high reproductive success. They are B8 slowly moving it downstream.
9 breeding up along that road near the oak trees, farther 9 And eventually, Piru Creek would go bone dry.
10 north. There was egg masses identified in that 10 It would rob the sediment from upstream and you would
11 location. 11 end up with a cobble-dominated creek.
12 And the upper pool, we looked at that very 12 You have lots of sediments coming from Agua
13 narrow channel. There's a big, huge sandy area. Alot 13 Blanca, but allowing the storms to actually move things
14 of the bank still has sand, but the flow is too high, 14 around is what will help reestablish the potholes and
15 and then the side channels that used to be there are now 15 things like that. But as far as losing the water in the
16 packed tight with cattails. So that's where these 16 creek, there may be years if it goes through a naturaf
17 animals would live. 17 flow that you would have 3 CFS or whatever is trickling
18 It's tough for these animals because they are 18 down from Agua Blanca. And sometimes that goes dry.
19 habitat specialists. And while the populations of the 19 So there is potentiai -- and we have seen it on
20 animals still exist out there, they're declining. And a 20 the stream gauge -- that right above Blue Point
21 couple of years before, surveys that were conducted up 21 Campground that creek could run dry for at least a
22 there found no reproducing Arroyo toads. So this last 22 month-period of time | think during September, but that
23 vyear, she actually found some that were reproducing. 23 does not happen very frequently.
24 i understand your concems. You have a piece 24 As far as trout, the reason in the analysis we
25 of property up there and you get recreational enjoyment, 25 said it would prohably be detrimental to the trout
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1 fishing is based on the fact that white populations of 1 As far as eliminating bullfrogs, by disrupting
2 some trout will survive in deep potholes, as they do in 2 the flow pattem or going to more natural systems, most
3 the upper areas -- stocking the creek with troutin 3 natural creeks that at least can partially dry up in a
4 those upper areas where people are -- most recreational 4 portion of the year or the flow gets reduced, it's
5 users are -- that area will not likely support trout if 5 tougher for an animal that needs a constant deep water
6 the creek runs at 3 CFS. There is a few pools at shaded 6 source to survive. It's harder for them to do that.
7 overhangs and some might survive, but we say it's a 7 And the native species tend to thrive in that because
8 significant impact because we don't think it would 8 they are adapted to that kind of changing creek
9 provide -- support the populations of all of those 9 environment.
10 stocked fish. 10 Bullfrogs love that constant water. And,
i interestingly enough, most of the stocked fish 11 again, | can't speak for bullfrog populations in your
12 in that upper region is fished out. We do get good 12 area since | have not surveyed at night and identified
13 reports of people who take hikes a couple of miles 13 whether or not huge numbers of them are down in that
14 downstream, and there is beautiful pits down there and 14 region. We know there are Arroyo toads there, but !
15 people are pulling out and most of them are releasing 15 don't know. And | don't want to suggest any population
16 trout. 16 figures.
17 JOE RICHEY: Joe Richey. We have watched those | 17 1 do know upstream and | know down below
18 spawn every summer. Every May | watch trout in Piru 18 Frenchman's Flat in the gorge there are still large
19 Creek spawn, dozens and dozens. 19 numbers of bullfrogs because | have walked those areas.
20 MR. HUNTLEY: They are not native, but what 20 So what will happen if natural flows are simulated, one
21 they are doing is naturally reproducing. They're from 21 large storm will wash bullfrogs downstream just the way
22 hatcheries. 22 DWR releases water now.
23 REX PRAY: They come from the lake down or lake |23 One thing to remember is under this plan DWR is
24 up. 1don't argue with that. | didn't say "native™ but 24 going to release in flow to match out fiow. But they
25 the wild trout — I'm sorry. 25 don't fully attenuate winter storms now. They release
58
1 MR. HUNTLEY: They do. In fact, there's a 1 large amounts of water. And in fact, a fairly large
2 small population of naturally producing trout above the 2 amount of water went down just a few weeks ago because | §
3 concrete weir upstream in Frenchman's Lake. 3 was out there looking at a lot of bullfrogs that been :
4 REX PRAY: Did Aspen do anything -- and | have 4 swept downstream. They don't like the high water.
5 heard nothing about the eradication of the bullfrog. 5 Increasing the flows to natural levels will
6 You are going to wash the bulifrogs into Lake Piru? | 6 help wash animals downstream, and it washes larvae
7 can'timagine anything other than the fact that the 7 downstream, as well. Larvae of bullfrogs are already
8 bullfrogs are just simply going to get washed into Lake 8 likely inhabitants of your area.
9 Piru, establish a nice population there, swim up to cur 9 | know you haven't identified them or seen
10 property, start munching on Arroyo toads. 10 them, and | take your word for it. You guys are there
11 MR. HUNTLEY: !think the take on this is we 11 every day. And{ would like to go out there one night
12 mentioned exotic predators as a potential impact on 12 and see what is going on in that region, but we have not
13 Arroyo toad and other native wildlife living in Piru 13 had a chance to physically survey every siretch of the
14 Creek, because it's a recognized fact that whenever you | 14 creek.
15 getlarge populations of this animal, it exterminates 15 But bullfrogs will be washed down. And once
16 most native species. 16 they get to the lake, they are probably going to be
17 Now, we're not saying that the presence of the 17 preyed upon by bass.
18 hbullfrog is the sole reason for the Arroyo toads not 18 Bass are also getting into Piru Creek from the
19 occurring or being impacted, but this is one mitigating 19 top end. And | don't know how they are coming through
20 factor. 20 the dam or whatever, but anglers have continualty
21 The other is the consistent of flow regime that 21 reporting catching them. In fact, we have coy, catfish
22 has led to this encroachment of vegetation on their 22 and other things up in those stretches just below the
23 habitat. So it's a combination of factors. 23 dam.
24 Please, remember that it's more than one thing, 24 REX PRAY: There are catfish in the creek.
25 not just the bullfrog. 25 MR. PETERSON: | want to address one of
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1 M. Richey's concems. This is Dan Peterson with Water 1 We have done just about everything we can.

2 Resources. 2 MS. SU: Just mare of a concern about what

3 We have had a iot of meetings with the Fish and 3 would happen once it's implemented, because | know

4 Wildlife Service, Fish and Game, United Forest Service 4 sometimes the public doesn't show up at these things,

5 onthis veryissue. And as a matter of fact, it's why 5 but t think from the Forest Service standpoint,

6 ten years ago we went to that fluctuating stream 6 especially with recreation, it may fail on us to some

7 release. And at that time, we thought we had -- 7 degree o react to that.

8 everyone was satisfied. 8 MS. WALKER: Absolutely.

9 And over the last couple of years, because 9 REX PRAY: May | ask you a question. Are you
10 something that Chris said the changed the stream ecology | 10 speaking on behalf of the U.S. Department of Forestry or
11 is that the Fish and Wildiife Service just said there 11 are you speaking on behalf of yourself?

12 isn't any way. So we really are kind of caught between 12 MS. SU: Both.

13 atrout and Arroyo toad on this end, but there have been 13 REX PRAY: You have the authority to say that

14 alot of meetings, many, many meetings, and as recentas {14 the U.S. Forest Service is backing this plan?

15 last year, that try and — actually, at the time, to try 15 GINO YOUNG: The Forest Service has been

16 to persuade the Fish and Wildlifa Service otherwise. 16 involved in this. And, yeah, our standpoint is because

17 it could be a jail term for some of us if we 17 we have to work with Fish and Wildlife Service, as well,

18 don't get it changed. That's it 18 and this is really what is triggering it is Fish and

19 MS. WALKER: Anybody else? 19  Wildlife Service.

20 MS. SU: Teresa Su, U.S. Forest Service. My 20 REX PRAY: One more question. How can | geta

21 question is kind of scoping and how broad did you scope |21 copy of your distribution list?

22 out, and have you gotten any comments from recreation 22 MS. WALKER: If you give me your address.

23 folks, because I know that the Frenchman's Flat area is 23 JOE RICHEY: You can send it to Joe Richey or

24 heavily recreated and it will impact that. 24 Rex Pray. Your sign-in sign sheet has it.

25 We definitely support the project, but | am 25 We wouid really appreciate that because we are i
62 64 B

1 just more curious as to have you received any comments 1 very careful about knowing -- trying to know what is

2 from the recreating folks - 2 going on. And it's incredible that we never heard

3 MS. WALKER: Not yet. 3 anything; never saw anything.

4 MS. SU: — in terms of negative impacts. 4 MS. WALKER: This is the distribution list.

5 MS. WALKER: No. Actually, when we did the 5 THE REPORTER: It's in the EIR.

6 scoping the scoping meeting, we were expecting a large 6 MS. WALKER: Yes, itis.

7 community of anglers to show up and only one personfrom | 7 THE REPORTER: Then we have it.

8 the public showed up at the scoping meeting. twas a 8 REX PRAY: Thank you.

9 representative from Sierra Club, | believe. 9 MS. WALKER: Thank you.

10 To date on the DEIR, we have only received two 10 MR. HUNTLEY: Thank you for your comments. |
11 letters from agencies. We have not received any public 11 MS. WALKER: That's it. We will close the '
12 or public interest group comments on date. 12 meeting. Thank you all again for attending. Drive

13 MS. SU: Do you know, how has your scoping 13 safely home and have a happy holiday.

14 gone? Have you been able to scope out some of the other | 14 (The proceedings were concluded at

15 groups that are not land owners? 15 7:35 p.m.)

16 MS. WALKER: Absolutely. Our distribution list 16

17 has about 120 parties on it and it does include some of 17

18 the public interest groups that are specifical to 18

19 angling. It was notified, this meeting, in both the 19

20  Ventura County Star and L.A. Times for four weeks 20

21 consecutively. And we also posted it at Frenchman's 21

22  Flat, | think, the day after Thanksgiving. And we also 22

23 sent letters to all of the local bait shops and angling 23

24 shops and requested they post the notice in their shops, 24

25 if they would, so they would be advised. 25
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APPENDIX B. MITIGATION MONITORING PLAN

The California Department of Water Resources (CDWR) proposes implementation of modified water
operations guidelines for Pyramid Dam to simulate the natural hydrology of middle Piru Creek to the extent
operationally feasible and consistent with safety considerations. The primary objective of simulating the
natural hydrological regime of middle Piru Creek is to avoid the incidental take (direct and indirect injury
and mortality) of a federally endangered species, the arroyo toad (Bufo californicus) by State Water Project
operations. A second objective of the proposed project is to allow State Water Project water deliveries to
United Water Conservation District via middle Piru Creek to Lake Piru to continue at current levels.

The purpose of this Mitigation Monitoring Plan is to ensure effective implementation of the mitigation
measures imposed by the CDWR. This plan includes:

« A brief description of the impact expected to occur from the proposed project

«  The mitigation measure(s)

«  The actions required to implement these measures

+  Monitoring/Reporting requirements

+  Timing of the implementation (Implementation Phase).

Final EIR B-1 January 2005



SIMULATION OF NATURAL FLOWS IN MIDDLE PIRU CREEK
Appendix B. Mitigation Monitoring Program

Table B-1 Mitigation Monitoring Plan

Impact

Mitigation Measures

Monitoring/Reporting Requirement

Implementation
Phase/Action

Water Resources

The proposed project could
alter the existing drainage
pattern in @ manner which
would result in erosion.

H-3: Prevention of Erosion Damage to Infrastructure. The CDWR shall
perform an engineering analysis to determine the potential for expected
releases to damage Old Highway 99, the Old Highway 99 bridges, utilities,
and other infrastructure in or adjacent to the channel. The engineering analysis
shall be used as a basis for establishing procedures and guidelines for
monitoring erosion at infrastructure during flood releases. CDWR shall monitor
erosion at key potential infrastructure damage areas during large flow releases
and temporarily curtail releases should the monitoring determine the
infrastructure to be at risk. CDWR shall subsequently install engineered erosion
protection to prevent erosion damage to the areas determined to be at risk.

CDWR will ensure completion of an engineering
analysis for infrastructure adjacent to the creek
per Mitigation Measure H-3.

CDWR will develop procedures and guidelines to
monitor erosion based on the engineering
analysis within the specified timeframes of the
analysis.

CDWR will monitor erosion at key areas during
large flow releases.

CDWR will install and maintain engineered
erosion protection as needed in at risk areas.

Engineered erosion protection will be monitored
following large storm events, defined as storm
events that generate flows of 1,000 cfs or more
in upper Piru Creek, to determine whether
erosion damage has occurred. If damage has
occurred, CDWR will notify USFS and USFWS.

Following adoption of the
proposed operations
guidelines and issuance by
FERC of a license
amendment

The proposed project could
expose people or structures
to a risk of loss, injury or
death involving flooding,
including flooding as a result
of the failure of a dam.

H-8: Development of flood waming signage. The CDWR shall work with the
USFS and landowners to develop a waming system and place signage
warning the public of dangerously high flows in middle Piru Creek.

CDWR will work with USFS to design and install
flood warning signage. CDWR will inspect
signage at least annually and repair or replace
waning signs as needed. Monitoring results will
be provided to the USFS.

Following adoption of the
proposed operations
guidelines and issuance by
FERC of a license
amendment

Recreation
Altered Recreational R-3: Stock some or all of the additional 1,000 pounds of trout allotted in Piru |CDWR will contract with CDFG to stock the Following adoption of the
Opportunities for Anglers.  |Creek each year as determined appropriate by CDFG fisheries biologists. In  |catch-and-release section of middle Piru Creek  |proposed operations
addition to the 3,000 pounds of trout stocked annually in middle Piru Creek,  |with up to 1,000 pounds and Frenchman’s Flat |guidelines and issuance by
some or all of the remaining 1,000 pounds of trout allotted may be stocked  |with 3,000 pounds of rainbow trout annually. FERC of a license
between the base of Pyramid Dam and the weir upstream of Frenchman’s  |Following each dry season, CDWR will consult ~ |amendment
Flat (the catch-and-release area). Prior to the beginning of the stocking season,|with qualified CDFG fishery biologists to
CDWR shall consult with CDFG fishery biologists to determine a suitable determine the appropriate amount of trout to be
amount of trout, up to 1,000 pounds, to stock upstream of the weir to stocked during the rainy season. CDFG will stock
maintain a catch-and-release trout population. the additional trout and provide stocking records
to CDWR to verify the amount of additional trout
stocked.
Final EIR B-2 January 2005
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APPENDIX C. Correlation Between the Contents of the Draft and Final Environmental
Impact Reports and the Contents of Exhibit E as Required by Title 18 of the Code of
Federal Regulations Part 4.51(f)

Under the Federal Power Act, the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) is authorized to
issue licenses for non-federal hydroelectric project works, including dams, reservoirs, and other works
to develop and use power. Under this authority the FERC has issued a license for various portions of
the hydropower facilities of the California Aqueduct (Aqueduct), which constitutes a major portion of
the California State Water Project. Portions of the Aqueduct were licensed (approved) by the FERC on
March 22, 1978 as FERC Project 2426. Articles 51 and 52 of the FERC license, as amended, address
mitigation for the impacts of FERC Project 2426 on the trout fishery located between Pyramid Dam and
Frenchman’s Flat.

If the Final Environmental Impact Report (Final EIR) for the proposed project is certified and the
California Department of Water Resources (CDWR) approves the proposed project, CDWR’s next step
would be to submit a request for license amendment to FERC. The certified Final EIR, which
incorporates the Draft EIR by reference, would constitute the main supporting document for the request
since these documents contain both a description of the proposed project and environmental
documentation. The environmental documentation required for the requested license amendment must
include submittal of the information required in Exhibit E of Title 18 of the Code of Federal
Regulations Part 4.51 (f) (18 CFR 4.51 [f]).

Table C-1 provides the environmental documentation requirements of 18 CFR 4.51 (f). This Final EIR
contains modifications to the Draft EIR’s Executive Summary and Section 1, responses to comments on
the Draft EIR (Appendix A), the proposed project’s Mitigation Monitoring Plan (Appendix B), and this
Appendix. The Draft EIR, which is incorporated into this Final EIR by reference, contains the
proposed project’s technical analysis. Consequently, Table C-1 cross-references those sections of the
Draft EIR and its related technical studies that contain the information needed to fulfill the requirements
of 18 CFR 4.51 (¥).
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Appendix C. Compliance with Exhibit E

TABLE C-1

TITLE 18--CONSERVATION OF POWER AND WATER RESOURCES
CHAPTER I--FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION, DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
PART 4--LICENSES, PERMITS, EXEMPTIONS, AND DETERMINATION OF PROJECT COSTS
Subpart F--Application for License for Major Project--Existing Dam

Exhibit E - Environmental Report

Exhibit E Requirements

Description

Corresponding Section(s) of the Draft Environmental Impact
Report (DEIR) or Related Documents

18 CFR 4.51 (f) (1)

Project Description. The applicant must provide a general description of the
environment of the project and its immediate vicinity. The description must
include general information conceming climate, topography, wetlands,
vegetative cover, land development, population size and density, the presence
of any floodplain and the occurrence of flood events in the vicinity of the project,
and any other factors important to an understanding of the setting.

DEIR Section 2.1, Project Location; Section 3.1.2, Biological
Resources Environmental Setting; Section 3.2.2, Water Resources
Environmental Setting; Section 5.6, Land Use and Planning; Section
5.9, Population and Housing.

Planning Level Riparian Delineation Report Section 2, Project
Overview.

18 CFR 4.51 (f) (2)

Report on Water Quality and Use. The report must discuss the consumptive
use of project waters and the impact of the project on water quality. The report
must be prepared in consultation with the state and Federal agencies with
responsibility for management of water quality in the affected stream or other
body of water. Consultation must be documented by appending to the report a
letter from each agency consulted that indicates the nature, extent, and results
of the consultation.

DEIR Section 3.2.4, Water Resources Environmental Impacts and
Mitigation Measures; Section 5.12, Utilities and Service Systems;
Section 9, List of Agencies, Organizations, and Persons Contacted;
Appendix A. Documentation Related to California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA): Noticing for RWQCB, USACE, and USEPA.

18 CFR 4.51 (f) (2) (i)

A description (including specified volume over time) of existing and proposed
uses of project waters for irrigation, domestic water supply, steam-electric plant,
industrial, and other consumptive purposes.

DEIR Section 3.2.4, Water Resources Environmental Impacts and
Mitigation Measures and Section 5.12, Utilities and Service
Systems.

18 CFR 4.51 (f) (2) (i)

A description of existing water quality in the project impoundment and
downstream water affected by the project and the applicable water quality
standards and stream segment classifications;

DEIR Section 3.2.2, Water Resources Environmental Setting and
Section 3.2.3, Water Resources Applicable Regulations and
Significance Criteria.

18 CFR 4.51 (f) (2) (i)

A description of any minimum flow releases specifying the rate of flow in cubic
feet per second (cfs) and duration, changes in the design of project works or in
project operation, or other measures recommended by the agencies consulted
for the purposes of protecting or improving water quality, including measures to
minimize the short-term impacts on water quality of any proposed new
development of project works (for any dredging or filling, refer to 40 CFR part
230 and 33 CFR 320.3(f) and 323.3(e));

DEIR Section 2.2, Project Background and Objectives; Section
3.2.2, Water Resources Environmental Setting; and Section 3.2.4,
Water Resources Environmental Impacts and Miigation Measures.

18 CFR 4.51 (f) (2) (i)

A statement of the existing measures to be continued and new measures
proposed by the applicant for the purpose of protecting or improving water
quality, including an explanation of why the applicant has rejected any
measures recommended by an agency and described under paragraph (f)(2)(iii)
of this section;

DEIR Section 2.2, Project Background and Objectives; Section
3.2.2, Water Resources Environmental Setting; and Section 3.2.4,
Water Resources Environmental Impacts and Mtigation Measures.

18 CFR 4.51 (f) (2) (v)

A description of the continuing impact on water quality of continued operation of
the project and the incremental impact of proposed new development of project
works or changes in project operation.

DEIR Section 3.2.4, Water Resources Environmental Impacts and
Mitigation Measures and Section 4.1.2, No Project Alternative Water
Resources.
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Appendix C. Compliance with Exhibit E

Exhibit E Requirements

Description

Corresponding Section(s) of the Draft Environmental Impact
Report (DEIR) or Related Documents

18 CFR 4.51 (f) (3)

Report on Fish, Wildlife and Botanical Resources. The report must discuss fish,
wildlife, and botanical resources in the vicinity of the project and the impact of
the project on those resources. The report must be prepared in consultation
with any state agency with responsibility for fish, wildlife, and botanical
resources, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, the National Marine Fisheries
Service (if the project may affect anadromous fish resources subject to that
agency's jurisdiction), and any other state or Federal agency with managerial
authority over any part of the project lands. Consultation must be documented
by appending to the report a letter from each agency consulted that indicates
the nature, extent, and results of the consultation.

DEIR Section 3.1, Biological Resources; Section 9, List of Agencies,
Organizations, and Persons Contacted; Appendix A. CEQA Related
Documentation: Noticing for USFWS, NMFS, CDFG, and USFS;
Planning Level Riparian Delineation Report.

18 CFR 4.51 (f) (3) ()

A description of the fish, wildlife, and botanical resources of the project and its
vicinity, and of downstream areas affected by the project, including identification
of any species listed as threatened or endangered by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service (See 50 CFR 17.11 and 17.12);

DEIR Section 3.1.2, Biological Resources Environmental Setting
and Planning Level Riparian Delineation Report Section 2, Project
Overview.

18 CFR 4.51 (f) (3) (i)

A description of any measures or facilities recommended by the agencies
consulted for the mitigation of impacts on fish, wildlife, and botanical resources,
or for the protection or improvement of those resources;

DEIR Section 3.1.3, Biological Resources Applicable Regulations
and Significance Criteria; Section 3.1.4, Biological Resources
Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures.

Planning Level Riparian Delineation Report.

18 CFR 4.51 (f) (3) (i)

A statement of any existing measures or facilities to be continued or maintained
and any measures or facilities proposed by the applicant for the mitigation of
impacts on fish, wildlife, and botanical resources, or for the protection or
improvement of such resources, including an explanation of why the applicant
has rejected any measures or facilities recommended by an agency and
described under paragraph (f)(3)(ii) of this section;

DEIR Section 3.1, Biological Resources.

Planning Level Riparian Delineation Report.

18 CFR 4.51 (f) (3) (i)

A description of any anticipated continuing impact on fish, wildlife, and botanical
resources of continued operation of the project, and the incremental impact of
proposed new development of project works or changes in project operation;
and,

DEIR Section 3.1.4, Biological Resources Environmental Impacts
and Mitigation Measures; Section 4.1.1, No Project Alternative
Biological Resources; Planning Level Riparian Delineation Report.

18 CFR 4.51 (f) (3) (v)

The following materials and information regarding the measures and facilities
identified under paragraph (f)(3)(iii) of this section:

18 CFR 4.51 (f) (3) (v) (A)

Functional design drawings of any fish passage and collection facilities,
indicating whether the facilities depicted are existing or proposed (these
drawings must conform to the specifications of Sec. 4.39 regarding dimensions
of full-sized prints, scale, and legibility);

Not applicable to this project.

18 CFR 4.51 (f) (3) (v) (B)

A description of operation and maintenance procedures for any existing or
proposed measures or facilities;

DEIR Section 2, Project Description.

18 CFR 4.51 (f) (3) (v) (C)

An implementation or construction schedule for any proposed measures or
facilities, showing the intervals following issuance of a license when
implementation of the measures or construction of the facilities would be
commenced and completed;

If the CDWR approves and certifies the proposed project’s
Environmental Impact Report, implementation would begin on
March 15, 2005. No construction-related activities are required;
implementation of the proposed project would be achieved through
modification of operations of existing facilities.

18 CFR 4.51 (f) (3) (v) (D)

An estimate of the costs of construction, operation, and maintenance, of any
proposed facilities, and of implementation of any proposed measures, including
a statement of the sources and extent of financing; and

Not applicable to this project. The proposed project would be
implemented using existing facilities and staff.
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Appendix C. Compliance with Exhibit E

Exhibit E Requirements

Description

Corresponding Section(s) of the Draft Environmental Impact
Report (DEIR) or Related Documents

18 CFR 4.51 (f) (3) (v) (E)

A map or drawing that conforms to the size, scale, and legibility requirements of
Sec. 4.39 showing by the use of shading, cross-hatching, or other symbols the
identity and location of any measures or facilities, and indicating whether each
measure or facility is existing or proposed (the map or drawings in this exhibit
may be consolidated).

Not applicable to this project. DEIR Figures 2-2 and 2-3 in Section
2.1, Project Location, show general project location.

18 CFR 4.51 (f) (4)

Report on historical and archeological resources. The report must discuss the
historical and archeological resources in the project area and the impact of the
project on those resources. The report must be prepared in consultation with
the State Historic Preservation Officer and the National Park Service.
Consultation must be documented by appending to the report a letter from each
agency consulted that indicates the nature, extent, and results of the
consultation.

DEIR Section 3.3, Cultural and Paleontological Resources; Section
9, List of Agencies, Organizations, and Persons Contacted;
Appendix A. CEQA Related Documentation (Noticing for State
Historic Preservation Officer, National Park Service, and USFS);
Appendix B. Native American Communications; and Cultural
Resources Investigations and Paleontological Overview for the
Simulation of Natural Flows in Middle Piru Creek Project, Los
Angeles and Ventura Counties, Califomnia.

18 CFR 4.51 (f) (4) (i)

Identification of any sites either listed or determined to be eligible for inclusion in
the National Register of Historic Places that are located in the project area, or
that would be affected by operation of the project or by new development of
project facilities (including facilities proposed in this exhibit);

DEIR Section 3.3.2, Cultural and Paleontological Resources
Environmental Setting; Section 3.3.4, Cultural and Paleontological
Resources Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures; and
Cultural Resources Investigations and Paleontological Overview for
the Simulation of Natural Flows in Middle Piru Creek Project, Los
Angeles and Ventura Counties, California .

18 CFR 4.51 (f) (4) (i)

A description of any measures recommended by the agencies consulted for the
purpose of locating, identifying, and salvaging historical or archaeological
resources that would be affected by operation of the project, or by new
development of project facilities (including facilities proposed in this exhibit),
together with a statement of what measures the applicant proposes to
implement and an explanation of why the applicant rejects any measures
recommended by an agency.

DEIR Section 3.3.4, Cultural and Paleontological Resources
Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures; and Cultural
Resources Investigations and Paleontological Overview for the
Simulation of Natural Flows in Middle Piru Creek Project, Los
Angeles and Ventura Counties, California.

18 CFR 4.51 (f) (4) (i)

The following materials and information regarding the survey and salvage
activities described under paragraph (f)(4)(ii) of this section:

18 CFR 4.51 (f) (4) (i) (A)

A schedule for the activities, showing the intervals following issuance of a
license when the activities would be commenced and completed; and

Agency reviews and approvals that may be required for the
proposed project are addressed in DEIR Section 1.2.1 and FEIR
Section 3.1. If the CDWR approves and certifies the proposed
project’s Environmental Impact Report, implementation would begin
on March 15, 2005.

18 CFR 4.51 (f) (4) (i) (B)

An estimate of the costs of the activities, including a statement of the sources
and extent of financing.

Not applicable to this project. The proposed project would be
implemented using existing facilities and staff.

18 CFR 4.51 (f) (5)

Report on Recreational Resources. The report must discuss existing and
proposed recreational facilities and opportunities at the project. The report must
be prepared in consultation with local, state, and regional recreation agencies
and planning commissions, the National Park Service, and any other state or
Federal agency with managerial authority over any part of the project lands.
Consultation must be documented by appending to the report a letter from each
agency consulted indicating the nature, extent, and results of the consultation.

DEIR Section 3.4, Recreation; Section 9, List of Agencies,
Organizations, and Persons Contacted; and Appendix A, CEQA
Related Documentation: Noticing for National Park Service, CDFG,
and USFS.

18 CFR 4.51 (f) (5) (i)

A description of any existing recreational facilities at the project, indicating
whether the facilities are available for public use;

DEIR Section 3.4.2, Recreation Environmental Setting.
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Appendix C. Compliance with Exhibit E

Exhibit E Requirements

Description

Corresponding Section(s) of the Draft Environmental Impact
Report (DEIR) or Related Documents

18 CFR 4.51 (f) (5) (i)

An estimate of existing and potential recreational use of the project area, in
daytime and overnight visits;

DEIR Section 3.4.2, Recreation Environmental Setting and
Appendix C. Monthly Summary Reports for Middle Piru Creek Creel
Surveys. Use was not estimated in daytime and ovemnight visits in
this document.

18 CFR 4.51 (f) (5) (i)

A description of any measures or facilities recommended by the agencies
consulted for the purpose of creating, preserving, or enhancing recreational
opportunities at the project and in its vicinity (including opportunities for the
handicapped), and for the purpose of ensuring the safety of the public in its use
of project lands and waters;

DEIR Section 3.2.4, Water Resources Environmental Impacts and
Mitigation Measures; Section 3.4.3, Recreation Applicable
Regulations and Significance Criteria and Section 3.4.4, Recreation
Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures.

18 CFR 4.51 (f) (5) ()

A statement of the existing measures or facilities to be continued or maintained
and the new measures or facilities proposed by the applicant for the purpose of
creating, preserving, or enhancing recreational opportunities at the project and
in its vicinity, and for the purpose of ensuring the safety of the public in its use of
project lands and waters, including an explanation of why the applicant has
rejected any measures or facilities recommended by an agency and described
under paragraph (f)(5)(iii) of this section; and

DEIR Section 3.2.4, Water Resources Environmental Impacts and
Mitigation Measures; Section 3.4.3, Recreation Applicable
Regulations and Significance Criteria and Section 3.4.4, Recreation
Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures.

18 CFR 4.51 (f) (5) (v)

The following materials and information regarding the measures and facilities
identified under paragraphs (f)(5) (i) and (iv) of this section:

18 CFR 4.51 (f) (5) (v) (A)

Identification of the entities responsible for implementing, constructing,
operating, or maintaining any existing or proposed measures or facilities;

DEIR Section 3.4.2, Recreation Environmental Setting.

18 CFR 4.51 (f) (5) (v) (B)

A schedule showing the intervals following issuance of a license at which
implementation of the measures or construction of the facilities would be
commenced and completed;

If the CDWR approves and certifies the proposed project’s
Environmental Impact Report, implementation could begin on March
15, 2005. No construction-related activities are required;
implementation of the proposed project would be achieved through
modification of operations of existing facilities.

18 CFR 4.51 (f) (5) (v) (C)

An estimate of the costs of construction, operation, and maintenance of any
proposed facilities, including a statement of the sources and extent of financing;

DEIR Appendix A, CEQA Related Documentation.

18 CFR 4.51 (f) (5) (v) (D)

A map or drawing that conforms to the size, scale, and legibility requirements of
Sec. 4.39 showing by the use of shading, cross-hatching, or other symbols the
identity and location of any facilities, and indicating whether each facility is
existing or proposed (the maps or drawings in this exhibit may be consolidated);
and

Not applicable to this project. DEIR Figures 2-2 and 2-3 in Section
2.1, Project Location show general project location.

18 CFR 4.51 (f) (5) (vi)

A description of any areas within or in the vicinity of the proposed project
boundary that are included in, or have been designated for study for inclusion
in, the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System, or that have been designated
as wilderness area, recommended for such designation, or designated as a
wilderness study area under the Wildemness Act.

DEIR Section 3.4.2, Recreation Environmental Setting.

18 CFR 4.51 (f) (6)

Report on Land Management and Aesthetics. The report must discuss the
management of land within the proposed project boundary, including wetlands
and floodplains, and the protection of the recreational and scenic values of the
project. The report must be prepared following consultation with local and state
zoning and land management authorities and any Federal or state agency with
managerial authority over any part of the project lands. Consultation must be
documented by appending to the report a letter from each agency consulted
indicating the nature, extent, and results of the consultation.

DEIR Section 3.1.4, Biological Resources Environmental Impacts
and Mitigation Measures; Section 3.4.4, Recreation Environmental
Impacts and Mitigation Measures; Section 5.6, Land Use and
Planning; Section 5.1, Aesthetics; Section 9, List of Agencies,
Organizations, and Persons Contacted; Appendix A, CEQA Related
Documentation: Noticing for USFS, CDFG, National Park Service,
and USACE; Planning Level Riparian Delineation Report.
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Appendix C. Compliance with Exhibit E

Exhibit E Requirements

Description

Corresponding Section(s) of the Draft Environmental Impact
Report (DEIR) or Related Documents

18 CFR 4.51 (f) (6) ()

A description of existing development and use of project lands and all other
lands abutting the project impoundment;

DEIR Section 2, Project Description and Section 5.6, Land Use and
Planning.

18 CFR 4.51 (f) (6) (i)

A description of the measures proposed by the applicant to ensure that any
proposed project works, rights-of-way, access roads, and other topographic
alterations blend, to the extent possible, with the surrounding environment;
(see, e.g., 44 F.P.C. 1496, et seq.);

DEIR Section 5.1, Aesthetics.

18 CFR 4.51 (f) (6) (i)

A description of wetlands or floodplains within, or adjacent to, the project
boundary, any short-term or long-term impacts of the project on those wetlands
or floodplains, and any miigative measures in the construction or operation of
the project that minimize any adverse impacts on the wetlands or floodplains;

DEIR Section 3.1.2, Biological Resources Environmental Setting;
Section 3.1.4, Biological Resources Environmental Impacts and
Mitigation Measures.

Planning Level Riparian Delineation Report.

18 CFR 4.51 (f) (6) (i)

A statement, including an analysis of costs and other constraints, of the
applicant's ability to provide a buffer zone around all or any part of the
impoundment, for the purpose of ensuring public access to project lands and
waters and protecting the recreational and aesthetic values of the impoundment
and its shoreline;

Implementation of the proposed project would be achieved through
modification to the operations of existing facilities and would not
require the hiring of additional personnel; therefore, there would be
no increase in the cost associated with operation of Pyramid Dam or
Lake, or middle Piru Creek. No impoundments or other constraints
on public access to water and recreational resources would occur
and no impacts on visual resources would occur (DEIR Sections
3.14,34.4 and 5.1).

18 CFR 4.51 (f) (6) (v)

A description of the applicant's policy, if any, with regard to pemitting
development of piers, docks, boat landings, bulkheads, and other shoreline
facilities on project lands and waters; and

Not applicable to this project.

18 CFR 4.51 (f) (6) (vi)

Maps or drawings that conform to the size, scale and legibility requirements of
Sec. 4.39, or photographs, sufficient to show the location and nature of the
measures proposed under paragraph (f)(6)(ii) of this section (maps or drawings
in this exhibit may be consolidated).

Not applicable to this project.

18 CFR 4.51 () (7)

List of Literature. The report must include a list of all publications, reports, and
other literature which were cited or otherwise utilized in the preparation of any
part of the environmental report.

DEIR Section 10, References; Planning Level Riparian Delineation
Report, Section 8, References; and Cultural Resources
Investigations and Paleontological Overview for the Simulation of
Natural Flows in Middle Piru Creek Project, Los Angeles and
Ventura Counties, California, References Section.
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